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ICongraasman ROBERT C,^BYRD of West Virginia.
~°

c
asked

|
|the Soviet Embassy to see that b7E

forms for a visa application are sent to the Congressman.

Later on the same date,|~ Ian
unidentified man from the Office of Congressman ALBERT DAVID
BAUMHART, JR., of Ohio, advisedl [that he had
two constituents in his office iedav who want To get Runaian
visas in order to establish trade there. I

Later on the same date,|
Secretary from the Office of Ceng]
Connecticut, called
Congressman should go spout; apply;

m THOMAS J. DODD of
to find out how the

|
1

On 3/21/55. 1

~
rr volunteered the information to SA

.
nnan une following members of Congress have applied or will be

_‘ v- applying for Soviet visas to visit the USSR in the coming weeks;
u^Senafypr end Mrs. WILLIAM A. P0ETELL of Connecticut; Senator and

GEORGE W. MALONE of Nevada; Senator ALLEN J. ELLENDER,- «.

of Louisiana; Representative JOHN J. RHODES of Arizona;
x

Ufreta^antative PATRICK J. HILLINGS of California, and l I

"•'

a I Secretary to Congressman HILLINGS; and
Congressman ROBERT C. BYRD of West Virginia. I Ifurther

- advised that he knows that members of the office staffs of some
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Congressional Liaison
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Department of Justice
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for such consideration as the communication

herewith submitted may warrant, and for a report
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‘The Treasonable Fourth Degree Oath o^^J^J^nJ-ghts of Columbus
( By Burke McCarty ..

.
* / -v .

jj.The l^hal longer

H Fmleyvi I le/ Penna.

§ Price 10 cents each or

I..25 for 5 1-00ROMAN CATHOLIC OATHS
;

U “
L

We print the Oaths or ''Obligation'
1

of the Knighs of Columbus and shall dissect it with our

knowledge and interpretation, and will say that no statement contained in this pamphlet, has ever

been questioned or denied in our knowledge* by any of the Knights of Columbus, We print it in

full as it is given on page 13 of the ''Knights of Columbus vs Criminal and Malicious Bigorty"
pamplet issued by the Supreme Board, K. of C, , Nov., 1914, as follows;

*

'I swear to support the Constitution of the United States.
'

*1 pledge myself as a Catholic Citizen and Knight of Columbus

to enlighten myself upon duties as a citizen and to conscientiously

perform such duties entirely in the interest of my country and
f regardless of all personal consequences.

[

-'*1 pledge myself to do all in my power to preserve the integrity

j.
and purity of the ballot and to promote reverance and respect for

law and order.
*

'I promise to practice my relegion openly and consistently, but without

ostentation, and to so conduct myself -in public affairs and in the

exercise of public virtue as to reflect nothing but credit upon our
(

Holy Church, to the end that she may flourish and our country prosper to

the greater honor and glory cf God."

(Supreme Council seal.) Signed. ,.Wm. J. McGinley

Supreme Secretary

IN ORDER TO GET the real significance of the above oath one must try to understand the Roman

Catholic psychology. We must also endeavor to learn the SINCERITY with which the Oath is taken;

in other words , HOW IT WORKS OJT WHEN CARRIED TO FINAL ANALYSIS.

TO BEGIN WITH, bear in mind that the Roman Catholics claim that America be longs to them by the

RIGHT OF DISCOVERY. That Christopher Columbus was a Roman Catholic, his expedition was financed

by the Roman Catholic King and Queen of Spain. The Children in the Catholic schools are told that

this country really should be called COLUMBIA.

THE K. OF C. are the MILITANT ARM of the papacy to recover America for the
’

'HCLY Mother

Church''. You notice the OATH says: I pledge myself as a CATHOLIC CITIZEN. . .he does not pledge

himself as an AMERICAN CITIZEN. . .the two are as far apart as the poles; as far apart as the

.confessional box and the ballot box.

THE KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS does not have to guess what his duties are as a CATHOLIC citizen. He has

had this impressed upon him from the cradle up, in the parochial school, from the pulpit, and

through the confessional. And now let us see what this OATH means.

CHIEF DUTIES OF A CATHOLIC CITIZEN

THE POPE, of course, is the highest authority. The Pope usurps the authority of God. He

speaks to -the Catholic laity through his encyclical letters. Leo XIII, when speaking of himself,

capitalizes, the same as the Deity. ''We" and "Our'' is the way it is written. The kind of

obedience Catholics must render to the Pope is explicitly given by him in his "Great Encycli-

cals, " page 193, which says:

"Union of minds, therefore, requires together with a perfect

faith, complete submission of the will to the Church and to

• the Roman Pontiff as to QCD HIMSELF.
* *

l



f . , ^

Therefore when Leo XIII or John XXIII sent his encyclical out as the "Chief Duties of a
•'

•

Catholic Citizen, "it was a COWAND which was to be obeyed as coning from God HIMSELF. This
command is l'eflected in the above Oath, ps you will see,

'

'The chief element of this duty (Catholic citizen) consists in openly professing unflinch-
ingly the Catholic doctrine and in PBCPAGATIN3 IT TO THE UIM3ST POWER.

* 1

See Great Encyclicals,
page 189,

The Pope does not say,
1

'Your chief duty as a Catholic citizen is LOYALTY TO THE CDUNIRY
of which you are a native. No, sir; a Catholic citizen's chief duty is to openly profess his

faith and to "propagate that faith to its utmost"
NOW, THE ABOVE OATH, "I promise to practice my religion openly and consistently, .. to reflect

nothing but credit upon our Holy Mother Church" WHY? *"that she may flourish." is all in

perfect accord with what they learned as thechief duty of Catholic citizens,

YCU WILL NOTICE the complacency with which this Fourth Degree oath assumes participation in

PUBLIC AFFAIRS and PUBLIC virtue. If you will take the trouble |o look into it, you will find the

Catholics in official positions are Knights of Columbus. They are the ones whom the Church has

groomed to conduct public affairs in this THEIR country. . . .Columbia (America) . They are the ones

whom the Pope has directed to conquered America. The USA is the only country where the papacy .

HAS A CCMLEIE AND SATISFACTORY OOTERATICN WITH THE STATE l

THE PACE TO HAKE AMERICA CATHOLIC QUICKENS

IN THE WHITE HOUSE John F. Kennedy Roman Catholic

ATTORNEY GENERAL Robert Kennedy Roman Catholic

VICE PRESIDENT Lyndon B. Johnson. . .The first American to receive the Grand Cross of

Merit from the Roman Catholic Order of Malta. (Los
^

Angeles CITIZEN NEWS, Qct . 14, 1961.

SENATE....M. J. Mansfield Maj , Leader. ..... .Roman Catholic

House of Rep. , . .J. W. McCormack. ........... .Probably the next Speaker of the House. Roman

Catholic, with many awards for 'service to Church*.

DIRBCICR OF PEACE CCRPS. ,.R. S. Shriver, Jr. .Roman Catholic and brothei-in-law to John F.' Kennedy.

(The Peace Corps, is merely a Roman Catholic Front

abroad.)

PRESIDENTIAL AIDE Larry O'Brien Roman Catholic, got his political beginnings with

such smooth-tongued Irishmen like James M. Curley,

David Walsh; now Special Assistant for Congress-

ional Relations, . .He sees to it that Kennedy's

Administration Programs become public law. Time

9-1-61.

DIRECTOR OF THE C. I.A. . . . .John M. McCone. .. .Very, very much Roman Catholic, close friend of

Cardinal McIntyre, and the pope. (Central Intelligence

Agency. . .responsible for Cuban Fiasco.

PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE ID
THE VATICAN Thomas K. Finletter AP News, Nov.: , 1961...John Kennedy makes contact with

Pope John the XX111 ..the very thing he promised not

to do.

THAT "I swear to support the Constitution of the United States" cannot be taken literally

and sincerely by the members of this Roman organization as AMERICAN Citizens. That must be taken

if taken at all... with mental reservation*. "I swear to support the Constitution of the United

States until such time as we are in a position to change it and make it in KEEPING WITH CUR HOLY

MOTHER CHUEOL 1 *

FOR INSTANCE, Romanists are commanded by the Church to not only participate in public affairs,

but to 'endeavor above all, to introduce effectual measures, so that as becomes a Catholic people,

PUBLIC PROVISICN MAY BE MADE FOR THE INSIHUCTION CF YOUTH IN RELIGICN and true morality.
’

'

(Great Ency., page 130L

WHEN CHURCH AND STATE CONFLICT

THESE RCMAN CITIZENS,. When the,,laws of the State conflict with the laws of. the "Holy Mother" , ,

church, are oath-bound to support the Church. . .regardless of personal Consequences. The Pope tells

them:



to live for. Left to himself, nothing else on earth could hcvt induced SUch c tc
1

t , ir
waiting like a common criminal, with three others of his kind, to spring upon ar. innocent victim
he did not even know by sight, meet him with a friendly innocent smile and greeting, enter the
room of a stranger, and in a most cowardly wanton way do him to death.

WILLIAM BUCK well knew, as every other ex Romanist knows, that he was a target; a 'marked
man , when he took upon himself this mission- The fact that he was armed, and the fact that he
felt it necessary to carry as a body guard a man who was an expert shot with him, shows that

William Black knew the Jesuit oath on the Congressional records, and what it involved. Every
ex-Catholic knows it .

COPELAND, A BANKER, was another dupe who took this oath to obey, 'regardless of all personal

consequences. ' He himself was wounded almost to death. He, too, lay in waiting for the victim in

this modern, up-to-date hotel corridor. It was their Roman oath as 'Catholic citizens' which
impelled these Knights of Columbus to their dastardly act.

THIS JESUIT OATH which the priest in the Knights of Columbus may take is the same, and it

works out just the same. The names under which it masquerades change. . .Cammoris t, Black Hand,

clan-Na-Gaels, Knights of Columbus, Fenian, Ancient Order of Hibernians, Molly McQuires or

Sinn Feins, it is identically the same,

THEIR MEMBERS will swear in court, when arraigned, that "they take no such oath," just as

did the Clan-Na-gaels in the Cronin trial, and the Knights of Columbus in the Mankato Journal

trial. Just as did the Molly McGuires. The facts, however, belie their statements.

IN SUMMING UP I WILL SAY IF THE KNIQHS-OF-GGLIJMBUS DO NOT TAKE THE ALLET3GED OATH ON THE
‘

’

^CXINGRESSICNAL REOCRD, FEB. 15,1913 their priests may do so and the members obey them.

That this short Oath as recorded in the beginning of this article was written to suit the

occasion there is no doubt it is a camouflage,
*
;
'I swear to support the Constitution of the

{United States" hides the JCKER of their CATHOLIC CITIZENSHIP. In short, it was cooked up to de-

ceive and to offset the claim that they took the "alleged oath" in the Congressional Record.

the FOLLOWING IS FROM COL. HARRIS’S BOOK, THE
'

'HISICRY OF A GREAT CONSPIRACY' ' 1892, Pgs.

372-373.
t

Booth {the murderer) was in New York Nov. 11, 1864... on that day Booth had a letter in his

possession which he accidentally dropped in a street car in the presence of Mrs. Husdpeth, the

witness, who delivered it to Major General Dix the same day, and by whom as his letter was on

file before this court shows, the same was transmitted to the War Dept., Nov. 17, 1864. That this

letter contains these words:
*

'Dear Louis (Booth) : The time has at last come that we have all so wished for,

and upon you everything depends. As it was decided, before you left, we were to

cast lots, we accordingly did so, and you are to be the Charlotte Gorday of the

nineteenth century.

When you remember the fearful vow that was taken by us, you will feel there is no

drawback. ABE must DIE, and NOW. You can choose your weapons ... the cup, the Knife,

the bullet. The cup failed once, and might again. Johnson, who will give this has .been

like an enraged demon since the meeting, because it has not fallen upon him to rid ^
the world of the monster .. .You know where to find your friends, your disguises are

perfect and complete that without one knew your face no police telegraphic dispatch

would catch you... fj'
Strike for your home, strike for your country; bide your time, but strike sure... '

Charles Selby

(Does not the above sound like they had taken the Jesuits oath?)

The following was taken from 'Southey Common Place Book', third series. (Reprinted in the

Methodist Magazine, 1804)

After the battle of Ross/ (In Ireland) the following oath was found in the pockets of the SlainY‘"|^^^^^'

'*1, A. B. do solemnly swear by our Lord Jesus Christ, who suffered for us on the Cross, and by

the blessed Virgin Mary, that I will burn, destroy and murder all heretics, ip to my knees in

blood, so help me God. ip
Q R extrA COPIES WRITE: The Challenger, Box Oinleyvi I ie, Pjpnnft

* I PRICE: 10 cents each or 25 for $1.00

blood ,
so help me God.

PRICE: 10 cents each or 25 for $1.00
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''But if the laws of the State are manifestly at variance with the divine law, con^LaLng** enact—

, ^ ments hurtful to the Church, or conveying injunctions hurtful to the duties imposed by religion,

or if the violate them in the person of the Supreme Pontiff, the authority of Jesus Christ, HEN
TRULY TO RESIST BEXTMES A PCSITIVE DUTY, TO C8EY A CRIME.

'
* Page 185.

NCW, WE MUST remember that the prerogative the Church Claims as its own sphere of action in-

cludes the right to MAKE LAYS and the EDUCATION CF YOUIH, as follows:
'

'To exclude the Church founded by God Himself from the business of life, from the power to make

laws for the education of youth, is a grave and fatal error.
1

' Page 124.

THIS EXPLAINS THE FERSISIENT and harrassing attacts upon our Public School, contemp for our

civil marriage and divorce laws; denial of public inspection of Roman institutions; flagrant

violations of State and Federal Constitutions by illegal appropriations of public money to these

sectarian institutions; special privileges received through intimidating or bribing unprincipled

politicians and legislators.

A CAREFUL INVESTIGATION of the above facts will disclose the demoralizing effect of the subtle

Jesuit system of bribery and also the peculiar and dangerous psychology of this organization

known as the Pope's Militia in America. . .The Knights of Columbus,

ASSASSINATION OF THE REV. WILLIAH BLACK? EX ROBAH 1ST. .. CONFESS I OH OF GUfJLT

WILLIAM BLACK WAS enroute* to Santa Curz, Calif., where he was to testify in a libel suit

brought against the Editor of a Socialist paper in that city who had made a specific statement

that the murderous Fourth Degree Oath on the Congressional Record was true and had been taken by

(Black) who would testify that he as a IDIKTH DEGREE KNIGHTS OF CXUMBUS HAD TAKEN THE OATH.

IN MY CPINPT^J IF THE "alleged* 1

oath is not true then for the good of the order of the

Knights of Columbus, they should have appointed a committee to escort William Black in safty to -

Santa Cruz and allowed him to go on the witness stand and give his testimony in full and thereby I

settle forever this question about their fourth degree oath,

BLACK TOULD HAVE been compelled to have given all the facts pertaining to his initiation, into

the Knights of Columbus, residence, date, credentials, etc., etc.

. ....BUT THE FACT THAT Fourth Degree Members of the Knights of Columbus or Marshall, Texas, on

February 14, 1914, 'extirpated'
1

William Black
1

'BY THE LEADEN BULLET

,

1
' thereby preventing said

Black from testifying in the Santa Cruz libel case clinches the contention and is a full, com-

plete confession of guilt to the mind of- the writer beyond the peradventure of a doubt.

WHEN THE COMMAND TO assassinate William Black, "Apostate" Catholic, heretic, and MASON, by

the
*

'leaden bullet, " fell to the lot of the lay members of the Knights of Columbus at Marshall,

Texas, it was obeyed to the letter, "regardless of all personal consequences."

TELEGRAPHIC DISPATCHES INFORMED us that at the preliminary hearing of the murderers :Qf Black

it was brought out that their priest, "Father" Granger, was present at several secret meetings

of the Knights just prior to and during Black's presence in Marshall,

THE KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS who committed that dark deed were not the common Roman thug or hoodlum

type which generally makes up the "wrecking crew" of the papacy,

THEY WERE EDUCATED, prominent, wealthy citizens; men of families; men who could not have had

any personal grievance or animosity toward this American citizen, William Black. He was a stran-

ger to them and they had to ask him "Are you Mr. Black?"

As American citizens these four men could have not had no personal grievance with William

Black' nor against the constitutional rights of free speech and liberty of conscience which

William Black insisted upon exercising,

BUT AS "CATHCLIC" citizens, which means citizens of the Pope of Rome, the "chief duty" is

to render obedience to that individual as ''to God himself," to obey his orders which comedown
to" them through their Archbishops, bishops and priests; they had no choice. They had to carry out

the command of the black-robed members of the Knights of Columbus and their oath by the 'leaden

bullet'. ' »

''REGARDLESS CF ALL personal consequences." Let us scan what that meant in this case. 1

JOHN ROGERS, whose duty it seems in this case was to spring at Black and pinion his arms be-
fore he had an opportunity to get his gun, while the other three "Catholic" citizens opened

fire in their victim, was himself shot to death, and his body fell over that ot the first martyr

in this great battle for Human Rights in the United States.

JCHN ROGERS was a happily married man, the husband of a loving wife, and the father of eight -

children. He was up to that time a prominent, wealthy, respected citizen, with everything

i
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Congress of tl)t ®ntteb States;
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OTasrtn'nstott, 2®. C.

January 10, 19JO

.T. Edgar Hoover, Esq.
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Office NLefflofanduM • united states GOVERNMENT

TO The Director DATE

^
BROM : J. p. Mohf

SUBJECT : The Congressional Record Y
Pages 2368-2388, 2392-240.6, the Senate conttoued Its ccmsiderfftlflNt

uf H„ R. 8315, directing the Secretary of the Army to lease certain property to

Missouri for school purposes. Several amendments have offered to this ;

in connection with civil rights. Pages 2371 and 2372, Senator Ervin, $>) ISforth \

Carolina, and Senator Russell, (D) Georgia, commented on toe questi&tti# to

whether there is a need for additional civil rights legislation. Mr. Russel stated

"It is not that the people can point to places where enforcement of the exij^ing

has broken down, unless it be due to negligence of the Department of Justice, ft

is simply due to the fact that there is no political mileage in bndortaktog jj$ enforce

the adequate existing laws. ” Mr. Ervin stated ’’Sometimes, I say with tfagret, mfitt

who hold public office do things in this connection which are unworthy of tfife ofCLceS,

which they occupy. Let me be specific. In 1957 the then Attorney General of the

United States, Mr. Herbert Brownell', came before our committee. Basing his p.

statements upon alleged FBI reports which he refused to allow members of the

committee to see, he charged that it was necessary to enact a civil rights act

setting up new election machinery for the entire country, because in 3 voting

precincts out of approximately 2, 200 or 2, 300 in my State of North Carolina, some
few Negroes had been denied the right to register and vote. ” On pages 2387 and
2388, SenatorIrByrd, (D) West Virginia, and Long, (D) Louisiana, discuss certain

provisions of civil
-

rights legislaflonT” Mr. Byrd advised that "While the legislation

is likely fo be concentrated upon the issue of voting rights, I believe that it is

highly important that antibombing and antilynching provisions iuclu^d
cito* *©y$ral bombing incidents stating "we cannot be sure that these terrorist

,
ax&fgtoi are toe results of foreign influence, but the pattern is much lifee the

i df to cer^to foreign countries. This pc&MMHty, of coursewlte

|
of too FBt with power *nd authority to initiate fh$

fog ipf th«- ultimate of Federal prosecution ofthe

n i

5 8 MAR 2 U
In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for ^ —/ 6 -0 0 was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order .that

portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

MOT
11F MAR
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Memorandum to the Director

Re: The Congressional Record

Mr. Long questions Mr. Byrd as to whether legislation is needed since most
bombings can be handled by local police. Mr. Long stated happen to know that

a great many sheriffs have been trained in the FBI school,

them everything the Federal Government has. When they

I see no reason to believe that the FBI agents would do any
the local law enforcement officials. Personally, I do
efficient than some of the local sheriffs. ” Mr. Byrd replied ’’The Senator from

d have available to

e on the scene locally,

etter job than would
bt if the FBI is any more

West Virginia wishes to state that it is not his purpose or/desire to seelthe Federal
States in this!

iart, not equip]

Government preempt the law enforcement activities of th^

it is his position that local authorities are, for the most
such cases as this. - - He feels, however, that the Federal Governing
provided with authority by law to initiate action when it is evident that ei

which have been transported m interstate commerce are used in the act

kind described.” Mr. Byrd wen: >>n to state ”1 feel thatf the FBI should

authority to initiate investigations, and, if violation of an interstate natuk

detected, that Federal officials should have the power not only of investig

also of prosecution of the terrorists when apprehended! If the crime is

state in nature, local authorities should, and rightly so, have the power cM

prosecution. ” Mr. Byrd advised "J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, has said that 'bombings can be materially curbed by an aroused
public opinion, a coordinated effort on the part of Federal, State, and local agencies,
and stern punishment of the perpetrators.’”

field. But
bed to handle

t should be
losives

ivities of the

ve the

e has been
ation but
rely intra-
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TO s The Director

FROM : J. p. Mohr

subject : The Congressional Record

DATBi 9 - 9. 7- 5?
4-1

el'

I

0

|ages A1799-
'> A1800

Congressman Byrd, (D) West Virginia, extended his remarks to 1

include a statement which he made to the House Committee on Post '

Office and Civil Service in support of salary increases for Federal
classified and postal workers. Mr. Byrd stated "As we refuse Federal
employees the right to bargain for their wages and working conditiolis

they must depend upon the fair play of Congress to maintain their
^

equitable position in the economy. " He went on to state We are

confronted here with the almost unbelievable spectacle of the richest

country in the world today keeping a majority of its Federal employees
on what is subsistence pay or less. To authorize a pay increase
would only be remedying an inequality. " ?

h
Vo

*

$
\

i

4>

U' /

^

-1AK
y

INITIALS C

76 MAR 111958
In the original, of amemorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional

Record for £> ~~\^Tf? was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order .that

portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and

placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.



optional FORM NO. 10 ip1 '

tfftlTED STATES GOVEH|!MENT

Memorandum

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

'ATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sabyisg

Mr. DeLoach

FROM : D. C. Morrell©^

,yf
date: January 2, 1963

1 ©
subject: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD__

DEMOCRAT^WEST VIRGINIA

from!

8 Cc-a ( C( hYf , LojJa
NpJSenator Byrd submitted By communication dated 12-27-62 a letter

~
1 Hurricane, WestyVixginia.

estructionof this ^
Lin I _ -i 1 i_ U / ^

asked' Senator Byrd about the pamphlet lie enclosed
-
captio^ ___~

"pafei)hlet could be
A-J.1AVV1 AAUUi V/lip V/* y ^

JU V2V. A^AVJf V 4J.XV/J Pennsylvania. The pamphlet
contains excerpts from the^j^E^T^ Fourth Degree Oath of the

Knights of Columbus, " by Burkgl^cQaifty . 1 .

j

'

-

The Senator would like information with particular reference to

the organization listed as the supplier of the leaflet.

Nothing was located in Bufiles which could be identified with

"The Challenger. " It is noted that in the 40s‘ a children's comic magazine called

"The Challenger" was published by individuals connected with "The Protestant, "

a pro-Russian publication. Its purpose was to counteract-^pro-fascist and antilabor

newspapers and publications among children. There appears to be no relationship

between this publication which was published in New York and the one distributing

this leaflet. Burke McCarty and "The Treasonable Fourth
Degree Oath of the Knights of Columbus" cannot be identified in Bufiles.

b6
hi C

The Bureau is, however, aware of the alleged oath taken by the

Fourth Degree Knights of Columbus. .We have received correspondence periodically
over the years concerning it and it is frequently .mentioned by various hate^Sheet
publications . It has-been..determined thatJEhe. oath is completely snurious/and false

.

The alleged oath indicates that the Knights of Columbus will torment and/mi^de

r

any other denomination as heretics. It was originally circulated during an election
campaign in Pennsylvania in 1912. The Congressional Record of 2-15-lk/g)ages
3215 through 3221 records the details of a debate regarding this eiection^o*1die
circulation of this false oath. The Record clearly indicates .the Spuriot^^ature of

”

the oath and it is admitted to be such by Thomas S. Butler, the wiryidL^ the*

Cc^iietssi^nal^lesti^^hS^
»

of 1-29-15. contains the findings of a committee of Free Masons in California ivho
examined the ceremonies of the Knights of Columbus and; fopnd the alleged oath as
"scurrilous, wicked and libelous—. " The Supreme Council of tke“Knfghts efYCpIuinbus,
1 - Mr. Jones - Enclosures (3>S^ 7 per. 53 ‘

1 - Mr. DeLoach -i Enclosures (3)
dQp ^ .... ^ - \l

JH:pit/, ti (41^, . j[:p3W (%7dm 19^0ERB
JAN Jsj1963



Morrell to DeLoach memo
Re: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD

71 Meadow, New Haven, Connecticut, also has information available concerning
the spurious nature of this oath.

Bufiles indicate limited relations with Senator Byrd. However,
we have handled constituent inquiries for him in the past.

RECOMMENDATION:

That someone in your (Mr. DeLoach) office contact Senator Byrd
and advise that we have no information we can give him

concerning nThe Challenger. M He should be advised of the general background
on the bogus oath and be advised of the above indicated sources where he can
obtain data relating to it. The copies of letter and the leaflet

he furnished should be returned.
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Memorandum
to : Mr. DeLoach

Tolson .

date: 1-29-63

from : M,

(
subject: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-WEST VIRGINIA)

Senator Byrd from West Virginia served in the 83rd through
85th Congresses and was elected to the Senate in 1958 to replace veteran
Senator Chapman Revercomb.

We have had friendly contact with Senator Byrd, who has con-
tacted us on several occasions regarding constituent matters. It was reported
that Senator Byrd was once a member of the Ku Klux Klan and possibly an
official. At one time, he indicated that he felt that the Klan had been blamed
for actions committed by others. In 1959 he contacted the Bureau regarding

two nilssing yjjpmen in West Virginia. Our jurisdiction was explained to him
and he- was very cordial, but yery deliberate, and had his secretary on the

phone to take'.notes. He appreciated the manner in which he was treated ap'd

r

estated the Bureau could count on him for support. He has also advocated •

widening the-'FBI’ s jurisdiction, particularly with regard to civil rights
f

-

legislation concerning anti-bombing and anti-lynching provisions.
'

'/

In view of the favorable attitude of Senator Byrd and the fact
'

that he has previously indicated the Bureau could count on him for support,

'

it is felt it would be appropriate to present him an autographed copy ofthe ;

Director’s new book, ”A Study of Communism.” It is noted that during th^
past session of Congress, he was a member of the Appropriations Committee.

4
«'
rf

"

02

RECOMMENDATION: -

: That the Director autograph a copy of his new book to Senator
v.Byrd and that it be returned to your Office for personal presentation to him.

(S
; &

5,0

1 - Mr. DeLoach

ELCrmas
(5)

APR 16 196
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*" CARL HAYDEN.
RICHARD B. RUSSELL. GA.
ALLEN J. ELLENDER. LA.
LISTER HILL, ALA.
JOHN L; MCCLELLAN. ARK.
A. WILLIS ROBERTSON. VA.
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH.
SPESSARD Li HOLLAND, FLA.
JOHN STENNIS, MISS.
JOHN Oi PASTORE, R.I.-

ESTES KEFAUVER, TENNi
A. S. MIKE MONRONEY, OKLAi

I

ALAN BIBLE, NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA*
GALE W. MC GEE, WYO*
HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, MINNi
MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT*
Ei Lt BARTLETT, ALASKA

MASS*
Ik.

ARIZ., CHAIRMAN
LEVERETT SALTONJ
MILTON R. YOUNG,'
KARL E. MUNDT..S,
MARGARET CHASE SMITH, MAINE
THOMAS H. KUCHEL, CALIF.
ROMAN L* HRUSKA, NEBR.
GORDON ALLOTT, COLO.
NORRIS COTTON, N.H;
CLIFFORD P. CASE, NJ*

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg/^/\ Mr. Tolson

Mr. Belmoi

QICnHeb &encde
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

March 20, 1965

— i

M
(gl
^ohr.

Mrvtasper-
Mr. Callahai

Mr. Conrad...

Mr. Fait -
Mr.

EVERARD Hi SMITH, CLERK
THOMAS J. SCOTT, ASST. CLERK

The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Department of Justice
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

I would appreciate it if I might have such information
as you might make available to me concerning communists
in the civil rights movement. I am particularly in-
terested in information with respect to those leaders
of the civil rights movement who have been shown to have
pro-communist affiliations.

With kind wishes.

Sincerely yours,

RCB:erl
Robert C. Byrd, U.S.S.

REC* 26
’

(,1- / oZi/JZ- £

/fjL
58 APR 15 1965

CORRE^g^e®
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

Mr. DeLoach date-. 3-29-65

D. C. Morrel4?p^.
,

RO&CLt <3

1

‘

REQUEST BY SENATOlffiYRD, DEMOCRAT,
WEST VIRGINIA, FOR AVAILABLE INFORMATION
CONCERNING COMMUNISTS IN CIVIL RIGHTS
MOVEMENT

Felt

Gale

Rosen
Sullivan—
Tavel

Trotter

Tele. Room
Holmes
Gandy

S //
By letter 3-20-65, captioned Senafbr, with whom we have handled

several constituent inquiries satisfactorily, anckwho was given an autographed copy
of "A 'Study of Communism, " asked for whatever,. data was available concerning
communists in the civil rights movement. He y?as particularly interested in d^ta
concerning those leaders who have been shown tbrhave procommunist affiliations.

,-r. '.*«
j. :

»

While our relations have been cordial with Senator Byrd, it should
be notecfcthat in the mid-fifties, it was reported that Senator Byrd was once a
member' of the Ku Klux Klan and was a KLeagle p;r ^n organizer. Byrd reported
at that time that the Klan was needed more than" e.ve

!

r and that many of the acts

attributed to the Klan were in reality committed by others.

OBSERVATIONS:

t Senator Byrd is on the Appropriations Committee, and the "climate”
existing in this country in the mid-fifties concerning racial matters was not as
pointed as it is today. Senator Byrd, if he had been a member of the Ku Klux Klan,
does not necessarily have to share their position with the emphasis placed upon
equality for all so prevalent today. However, the data in our files concerning some
of the matters he mentioned are too sensitive to explain formally in a written
communication, as reflected in the attached "White Paper" classified "Top Secret, **

dated 11-27-64. (D
\

RECOMMENDATION:

That you, Mr. DeLoach, contact Senator Byrd and discuss this

matter with him. It should be explained that the issues involved are pending

investigative matters and much of them are classified "Top Secret" due to the
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Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United-States-Senate

Washington,_D,„C^_2Q5lO^

My dear Senator:

Please accept my sincere thanks for

the support you indicated in having inserted in the

"Congressional Record” the guest editorial by Congress-
/

man Richard L. Houdebush published in "Roll Call” on

July 15th. The public certainly needs to be informed

about the ever-increasing crime problem, and 1 want

you to know that we in the FBI appreciate your action

in thimmafcter.

O /J //

"H »m
DOS
(—H o

zo

5 i\»

CO>
o

i XTArp

08®®
Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover

NOTE: Congressman Roudebush has been congratulated by the Director

on his re-election to Congress. He is being thanked for his editorial

by separate communication. The Bureau enjoys cordial relations with

Senator Byrd.

i/
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?
CRgM§ IN^HE CAPITAL -

,

Mr. BYr'S oW/est Virginia, 'mr.
- -

President, much ItSs been said and writ-
ten about the growing crime rate In the
District of Columbia and the hazards '

which the Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment faces in endeavoring to make our
city safe. I believe the situation has 1

been excellently stated in a guest edl-
'

torial published In Roll Call which ap-
peared on July -15. It was written by
Representative Richard Roudebush, of*
Indiana, and I ask unanimous consent

;

to have it printed in the Record.
'

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Record '

.

"

as follows

:

Crime Is rapidly becoming the No. 1 do-
’ ’

*

i

mystic problem in our Nation. It ranks, in
my opinion, alongside ' the internal Com-

*

munlst threat.
As a rural Indiana resideht living in a ' \

'

nice farming community near Noblesville, ,

we were not fully aware of the tremendous *.

problems encountered in the larger cities.
“

One of my myriad duties in Congress is

serving on the House Committee for the *

District of Columbia. As a "city touncilr

man/’ so to speak, for the Nation's Capital,
my eyes have certainly been opened to the
problems of our police departments and other
law enforcement agencies in controlling
crime. \

* ‘

J. Ed e;ar Hoover. Director of the FBI. does-'
mUli

1

exaggcratg~^77JL(*Il 'lUVSJLjij uilWU 'Ilf is un-
'

safe on the streets of Washington and other
major American cities after dark.
The Nation's Capital becomes a Jungle

after sunset, despite heroic efforts of tlio

police department.
'

’

Police dogs roam-Capltol Hill day and nlghl
with their uniformed masters.
Newspapers run front-page articles on ho*?

to defend yourself from .bodily harm and.
how to protect your home" from robbery.
Bookstands offer specials on books dealing'

wi4
*

, self-defense.

Three clerks on my staff have been taking
Judo courses after work for weeks now from
a Marine instructor who is training Capitol
Hill employees to defend themselves from
possible attacks;

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

Y &
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* i c ' * f1

.

-j .*
. ,

,

* The girls are quite serious about the course
* And are faithful in their attendance. They

* also carry tear gas guns in their purses, and
. when leaving the office after dark in the short
daylight months, they are accompanied by
policemen to their cars.
A written notice' on a Supreme Court bul-

.

letln board plainly states to women em-
ployees, "Do not leave the building after
dark unescorted."

Police for weeks have been trying to catch
.
a pair of perverts roaming the three office
buildings of the U.S. House of Representa-

' tives.

Lawlessness is on the rampage. We read ,

of riots and open anarchy in some cities and
on some campuses of institutions of higher
learning. The point Is rapidly being reached
where martial law or military law may be re-
quired to halt crime, or we may witness
citizens taking the law into their own hands

_ and banding together for mutual protection.
J Again, in my opinion, J. Edgar Hooygj^bas

put his finger on part "CiT^Tewnen
he stated recently that some bleeding heart
Judges and social workers have been worried
more about the sensibilities and rights of the
criminal than the safety and well-being of
law-abiding American 'citizens.

c the Increasing crime rate is to be re-
versed, we must have strict law enforce-
ment with fair but Btern^udlclol^action
and no mollycoddling, otherwise) a national
/'Hfllq 1<* lr>A\rtf;0.V>lA • * ^

’’The Congressional Record”
July 16, 1965
Page 16499

BNCLOSURh 1
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
The Director

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
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DATE: JU.V1 £ 2 3, !°l 6 S

FROM N. P. Callahc

SbBJECI The Congressional Record

i j
I f f*)

i \ {

. HWHIHIN •JWTtttteB* art* »iia*4* titosL
'

'

' M»4tNf vUtortol* ted attendM *„a

Rtwaa.
wad««M 1AteW^»i»|llw <t|MM |to,uJSS?IN«ll>ltei
*w« teas aa Sadhruaal la. tm«3Hi2d£

M

f *'* • aa»«*/. v<m sx.a iswZk '*r ,k* M*Ute
larattAattMMm(M S«MMIml. a*sma. <e «

£ j JTT1 -

^Fbecorbeo
128 JUN 28 1965

[n the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional

Record for .rib J.) - 6 5 was reviewed and pertinent items were

,

narked|^
,

t<SeT)irector , s attention. This form has been prepared in order that

t4icopi^a£)ihe original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

Original

filed

in:
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Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

I wish to take this means of expressing
" o

my appreciation to you for inserting in the “Congressional

Record" my remarks directed to the youth of our country

which appeared in the July 11th issue of the “Wheeling gs
c~

News-Register. ”

Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover

-XD
‘ X*m

— XT •

o °
» 3oo

G
owa

/

NOTE: We have enjoyed cordial relations with Senator Robert C. Byrd.
The Director’s remarks appear on page 16383-4 of the "Congressional
Record. " These originally appeared in the 7-11-65 issue of "Parade. "

0&*A\
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I(5nAL RECOE^Pf- SENATE
A

l
4k83

FBI DIRECTOR SPEAKS TO
AMERICA'S YOUTH

BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
{resident, I was deeply Impressed with
the message directed to America's young
yiolk by Director J. Edgar Hoover of the
/Federal Bureau of Investigation, as pub-
J lished in the July 11, 1966, Issue of
Parade. Wheeling, W. Va., News-Regis-
ter.

I, therefore, request unanimous con-
sent to have this article placed In the
Record, so that Mr. Hoover's remarks
may receive greater circulation.
There being no objection, the news-

paper article was .ordered to be printed
in the REconn as follows:
[From the Wheeling (W. Va.) News -Regie tor,

July 11, 10061
An Important Message ron America 'b Youth

From J. Eooati Hoover
Tpo bedrock or till* Nation's strength Is

unity. Amorlca wna built on the faith of
mci} who pledged their Uvea and ideals In a
common cause. Thin hcrltago of union lias
beep a constant factor In our national Jlfo,
passed on from one generation to the next.
An tho melting pot of tho world, the United
Slatps grew and prospered bccaiiBo It was able
to asslmilato many cultures and creeds into
that hcrltngc. Distrust and suspicion had
no part In this process, yet these divisive
forces havo been with un continually, neck-
ing to dilute our strength and. sap o\ir vigor.
Today tho radical elements which op-

orato at the fringes of tho political and
Ideological specLrum are following this pat-
tern. Spewing forth their poison of bigotry,
hate and distrust, they arc working to turn
American against American In order to
achieve their own ends. And high on their
list of targets aro the young people of the
Nation.

,
I bcllcvo It is vitally Important today for

our youth to know theso extremists for what
they are and tx> bo awaro of tho threat thoy
pone.

First of all, they aro not difficult lo Iden-
tify. Thoy Include tho counterfeit patriots
at the fanatlo limits of the far right, such os
tho Ku Klux Klan, who not only t‘iko the
law Into their own hands on occasion hut
who would uso tlie Constitution and i.ho lawn
of tho United States to wltlUiold from some
tho liberty and Justice which are guars ni^cd
to all.

Also Included arc Communists and o' her
agents of foreign Ideologies on the '\xiiiinc
loft who would destroy this country’s demo-
cratic Institutions and betray our freedom.
Beneath tho deception of surfneo appear-
ances, thcro in much that lo similar between
tho radicals of tho two extremna. They both
rojoct tho rules of democratic noc.loty and
both would undcnnlno our traditions 1 proc-
esses to further tholr own IntcrcM.-s.

Botwcon tho fanatical poles there aro, of
course, many degrees of belief and expres-
sion. It Is Important, however, to know what
lo merely rebellious behavior and what lfl

dlsruptlvo and dangerous. Orderly protest,
such as that which has generally character-
ized tho Civil Rights movement, Is far re-
moved from tho area. of extremism to which
I am referring. 1

The guldcposts by which young people may
orlont themselves in today's world often
scorn blurred and uncertain. At this stago
in tho maturing process, tho perplexed
adolescent becomes aware of pressures from
all sides socking to influence him nlong
oortaln lines of endeavor. In this maze, tho
hysterical calls of blind chauvlnnlm and the cent succcs^in their eff

siren songs of pooudo-llbcrallam may appear influence^
to offer philosophies of simplicity which are patriotic a
vastly more appealing than tho voices of Emotion, not roason, cotitrols the fan„
mcgamUOTijtnd logic. * right and it Is on this level that they make

ALL ‘IHFOFH&TI CttJ CQHTAIMED

HEFEIM 13 UNCLASSIFIED

HATE 10-15-£010 BY 603£4 uc bjw/; jh/ljg

TIIK SIMPLE rANATICfl

Simplicity Is a pArt of tho stock-ln-trado
of tho fanatical frlngo. For thorn thcro aro
no grays In our complex society but only
black and white. This oommltmont to tho
absolute correctness of tholr positions and
tho absolute Incorrectness of their opponent's
can bo dangerous, for It logically leads to a
policy of expediency In which the means are
Justified by the ond.

Undoubtedly* virulent extremism of tho
right or loft in attractive to some young peo-
ple because of tho Implication of direct ac-
tion. But tho young person who feels him-
self drawn to the philosophies of olthcr camp
should ask himself this question—"In later
years, what could be the conscquencos to mo
of such an association?''
Tho answer to this question is to bo found

many times In tho files of tho FBI. Tlmo and
ngaln, wc In tho FBI havo seen young people

.

Icavo these gToups In disgust, only to And
that they aro later typed by tholr former
association or that oomo unfortunate Inci-
dent oonnooted with tholr membership, an
arrest, for example, continues to embarrass
them.
Consider the enso of a young technical

worker In the Midwest. In tho 1060'n ho was
approached to Join tho Communist Party.
An Idrnftat. ho was Interested In alining
himself with a progressive movement to fight
social injustice. Tho Communists exploited
this Idealism, beguiling him with their two-
faced claims that tho party offered tho only
sure way to tho solution of tho world's Ills.

Ho bought this lino, Joined tho party and wna
also actlvo In a Communist-front group.

PAST HAUNTS HIM
This naive young man quickly learned that

ho hnd made a mistake. Ho could not rec-
oncile his beliefs with the godless conspiracy
of the Communists and ho broko all ties with
thorn. Hie brief adventure In tho far loft 1

wns not that easily dismissed, however, for
ho subsequently encountered considerable
ndvorso reaction from citizens who knew
nothing of Ills circumstances except that ho
had once been connected with tho Commu-
nist Tarty. Tills unfair but vory real situa-
tion has since caused him and his family
much anxiety and has oven been a disruptive
factor In his employment.
Of courne, tho misfortune of this and other

youthful victims of Its machinations Is of no
concern to the Communist Party. It is en-
gaged In an Intensive campaign to subvert
tho minds and win the support of American
youth and It has no compunction about tho
harm It cause:!.

A current major program which the Com-
munist Parly Is directing against young peo-
ple is the W. K. B. du Bole Clubs of America.
This pa rty-oriented youth organization,
founded In Juno 1004, at a convention In
California dominated and controlled by the
Communists, has as Its basic aim tho promo-
tion of Marx lam -Lenin Ism. Contercd on
college campuses, tho Dubois Clubs represent
a soft-sell approach which tho Mnrxlsts be-
lieve. has great promise In reaching American
youth.

The party is also trying to contact young
people through a massive campus speech pro-
gram. Thin Is a propaganda campaign con-
cerned with attempting to Influence student
opinion at American colleges and universities
1-0 accept the party as a legitimate organiza-
tion within our democratic tradition—which
It Is not.

Zealots of the extremo right are no less
eager to win the support of young people
thnn those on tho left. Lacking the subtlcy
of the Communlot appronch, theso radicals .

havo nevertheless enjoyed considerable re-
cent succcfl^inthelr efforts to broaden tholr

16384At (t*. — - -j

their pitch. They may clothe tholr rai]

lags In pnlrlotle gnrb, parsing themselves
as defenders of tho Constitution or protd
tors of religion. They know such dcvlq
havo much nppcal for Impressionable youtj
But look behind this thin disguise a

their true chnrnctcr can clearly be seen.
rorlsm and vlolcnco mark tho activities

theso groups, and It Is a tenet of their col

nrdly philosophy that they attack/ only t|

weak nnd outnumbered. ;

The Ku Klux Klnn and otlior raolnt groij

which would tmmplc upon the rights
their fellow men deservo the contempt
every American.
Do not be taken In by their emotlor|

appeals. Instead, take a long, hard look
tho tcrrlblo nets of violence which have <|

curred In certain of our Southern States
recent months nnd know them for what th|

really aro.

Thcro is nothing honorablo or patrlo
about nny organization which condones la

leanness and Intimidation. Tho law Is abc|

any individual or group of Individuals a
we must bo constantly on guard agalri

those who would shortcut or uso tho M
to achieve their own ends.

America’s young people aro llo futuro, t

key to continued greatness. Tho cxtremli
know this, nnd they also believe that youth
Amorlca'n Achilles' heel through which th
can effectively strike at our unity.

Their campaigns to divide and subvfj

arc in full swing, nut this duplicity
surely fall if our young citizens stand
to bo counted for the future, if they artlc
late their pride In our traditions and idei

and shoulder the responsibilities of th<

g^CLOSUBfc

/it*
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September 22, 1965

Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate

Washington, D. C. 20510

*

5

My dear Senator:

I received your letter of September 16th,

with enclosure, and want to thank you for your thoughtful-

ness in writing. It was indeed a pleasure to talk with you

on the occasion of our meeting at the White House,

I can assure you that your interest in fur-

nishing me a copy of your speech, "Contempt for Law and ^

Order, *' is appreciated, and I read it with great interest.

rrj

CDg
o
70Oo
3C

r>o
pn.>

L71

—

o

Pir'

Kbfi

Tolson —
Belmont _
Mohr

DeLoach .

Casper—
Callahan .

Conrad —
Felt

Gale

Rosen
Sullivan

Tavel

NOTE: We have had generally favorable relations with Senator Byrd.
His speech condemns the Los Angeles riots as well as riots in other
parts of the country despite the fact that civil rights legislation has
been passed to insure wider economic opportunities^or.Negroes. He
points out in- Ms jgPSgJSh^Lhowever, that he does not believ^feiM^^rivation
has been the ^mg^n ^contributing factor to rebellion against constitutional

authority, but attribute^ it to a general breakdowrt^^esj^c^cjr l^w
and ordjir^S 0 5S yA
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Mr. Tolson

[r. Behnoifl

Mr, Mohr...

Mr. Callahan..

Mr. Conrad....

Mr. Felt.

Mr. Gale
Mr. Rosen.

Mr. Sullivj

Mr. Taver
Mr. Trotter.-

Tele. Room
Miss Holmes-
Miss Gandy__

The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover: »*i

m
I am enclosing a copy of my August 23 Senate speech
entitled, "Contempt for Law and Order." In theaJ „

event you did not see itj I hope you have an opportunity
to read it. 3-

fvCi-’

Tt was a pleasure to talk with you when we were both
.visiting at the White House recently.

f-T

Jfehope to see you again before many days.

rt-' ely yours,

Robert C. Byrd, U.S
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United States

of America

CONTEMPT FOR LAW AND ORDER
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.

President, a few days ago—ironically,

during the week in which the Federal
Government began implementation of
.the Voting Rights Act of 1965—yiolence
and rioting erupted in Los Angeles, Calif.,

in Chicago, 111-, and in Springfield,
Mass.—erupted and reached a stunning
peak of intensity, especially in Los
Angeles.

In Los Angeles, after a 5-day orgy of
rioting, murder, racial battling, setting
of fires, looting, and wanton destruction
of property, evaluations of damages and
probes of the basic causes are being
undertaken.

It is reported that at least 36 people
are dead—including policemen and fire-

men—between 700 and 800 have been
treated in hospitals—and many more are
believed to have been injured—more
than 4,000 persons—almost all of whom
were Negroes—were arrested, fire dam-
age's are estimated at $175 to $200
million, and it cost the taxpayers more
than $250,000 daily to keep the nearly
15,000 National Guardsmen on duty, and
a like sum daily to maintain 1,000 law
enforcement officers and conduct other
activities necessary to control the racial
insurrection.
Anarchy first broke out in Los Angeles

in the Negro community of Watts, but it

eventually spread over an area of tens of
square miles,,, with mobs of several thou-
sands roaming thestreels of" the "City In
total lawlessness. One reporter de-
scribed the mob scene by saying:
Everyone got In the looting—grownups,

old. men and children.—breaking windows,
raiding stores, destroying cars, setting flros.

Everybody started drinking—even little kids
8 or 0 years old.

Guns were stolen and widely distrib-
uted. The Los Angeles Fire Department
reported that more than 1,000 major
blazes were set. Airliners in the Los An-
geles area, as they came into the city for
landing, were reported to have been fired
upon by snipers. Helicopters carrying
persons televising the scene were also
fired on. Rioters ripped up streets for
chunks of asphalt to toss at police, and
fire trucks, and cars containing whites.
Fire alarms were too numerous to cope
with. Many automobiles were over-
turned and burned, while countless oth-
ers had windows and windshields
Smashed by rocks and bottles . Many
occupants were dragged from cars and
beaten mercilessly.
Afterward, the area was said to have

the appearance of a major battlefield
after a battle, with entire blocks of gut-
ted and looted stores, their windows
smashed and gratings twisted out of
shape. In some areas, complete city
blocks were more than 90 percent de-
stroyed. Hundreds of commercial build-
ings suffered total or major damage.
And in Chicago, during the same week,

the looting of stores, hurling of bottles
and Are bombs, and slashing attacks on
police officers constituted a similar pat-
tern of Negro mob violence. Concur-
rently, violence, arson, and looting were
part of racial demonstrations in Spring-
field, Mass.

All of this occurred against a back-
ground of precedent-shattering decisions
by the Supreme Court and actions by the
Congress in response to clamor from
civil rights organizations for civil rights
legislation. The rule of mobs in the
streets has thus followed, as well as pre-
ceded, congressional enactment of the
most sweeping civil rights laws, laws of
questionable constitutionality urged
upon Members of Congress as a means of

keeping mobs out of the streets. The Los
Angeles riots occurred despite hundreds
of local breakthroughs across the land to
guarantee certain so-called civil rights

—

southern restaurants integrated. State-
directed school segregation ended, ho-
tels and motels integrated, and local
antipoverty programs begun. They have
occurred despite massive efforts to pro-
vide wider economic opportunities for,
and to insure greater employment of,

Negroes.
Time and time again last year I re-

ceived letters from my constituents urg-
ing me to vote for the 1964 Civil Rights
Act “to get the demonstrators off the
streets.” I said, during the Senate de-
bate at that time, that the passage of the
bill would not satisfy the demonstrators
and that they would be back in the
streets. Early this year, the marchers
and the demonstrators were back in the
streets. Only a fortnight ago, Congress
enacted and sent to the President a vot-
ing rights bill which, by any previous
Supreme Court membership, would in-
dubitably have been struck down as un-
constitutional. Yet, the demonstrations
go on. Not satisfied with court decisions
decreeing desegration, the demonstrators
seek to drive school boards beyond what
the court decisions require. They dem-
onstrate against de facto segregation in
the schools, whereas the courts have not
struck down de facto segregation. They
clamor against the neighborhood schools,
whereas the courts have not outlawed
pupil assignments to' schools 4n the
neighborhood where pupils reside. They
ciamor against racial imbalance in the
schools whereas the courts have not
ruled against racial imbalance, and
Congress has, in fact, expressly declared
its interpretation of the word “desegre-
gation,” in title IV of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, as not meaning “the assign-
ment of students to public schools in
order to overcome racial imbalance.”
Judging from the agitation in this direc-
tion, one would get the impression that
there is no quality except in an “inte-
grated” education.
The question may, therefore, be asked :

Are these destructive rebellions against
the fabric of society, such as we have
just witnessed in Los Angeles, solely the
result of what has been called a heritage
of degradation and discrimination which
has brought about a sense of injustice
giving rise to anarchy and lawlessness?
In the judgment of many, they were
given birth, to no small degree, by the
waves of demonstrations, the widespread
acts of so-called civil disobedience, and
the various and sundry other agitations
that have recently swept over the coun-
try in the name of civil rights.

It is an obvious fact that the rule of
, law and order has broken down in Los
Angeles and elsewhere in our land under
the guise in part, at least, of rightuig
civil wrongs. A second question pre-
sents itself: To what extent are emo-
tional tides of hatred and bitterness
being aroused and exploited for political
advantage of leaders of certain militant
racial groups, or for the advancement
of political ideologies of concealed
origins?

It is known that fanatic Black Mus-
lims have agitated and contributed to
mob violence in American cities. FBI
Director J. Edgar Hoover has warned
that there has been a rising degree of
undesirable infiltration of some civil
rights groups.

I desire to ask, as do other concerned
Americans, whether the actions in Los
Angeles, in Chicago, in Springfield, Mor-
ganfield, and wherever violence of this
nature may occur in the future, may be
said to be a logical outgrowth, in part,
of the leadership of certain clergymen

who have stated a belief that it is appro-
priate, and even desirable, to disobey
what they arbitrarily consider to be
“bad” laws and to obey only those laws
which they label “good” laws—in other
words, that it is morally light to resort
to disobedience whenever a citizen's con-
science tells him that a law is unjust.
As Supreme Court Justice Frankfurter

once said:
If a man can be allowed to determine for'

himself what is law, every man can. That
moans first, chnos; then, tyranny.

It is shocking that some churcji
leaders have endorsed such a program.
Of course, the clergyman has every

legal right to speak, if he wishes, on con-
troversial issues. David Lawrence said
recently, in TJ.S. News & World Report:
But, how can a clergyman Impress on the

individual the importance of submitting to
God’s will when the pastor himself yields to
passion as he participates in controversy?
Isn’t It really the highest duty of the clergy
to heal wounds and prevent '-friction by
teaching us the way to resolve our differences
without violence or anger?

All too often, certain clergymen have
overlooked opportunities to help and
succor the multitude in their own neigh-
borhoods to participate in highly pub-
licized nonviolent activities elsewhere
that have culminated, not unexpectedly,

j in violence. Of course, they are well-
intentioned churchmen, and they prob-
ably constitute a very small minority of
all the churchmen, but one may well
believe that their actions in this regard

- -have ; nonetheless, damaged, rather than
helped, relations between the races.
What are the causes of the Los An-

geles riots? Already the overworked
expressions—“heat,” “frustration,” “de-
privation,” “poverty,” "discrimination,”
“oppression,” “exclusion from the main-
stream of society,” “police brutality,”
and so forth—are being used to explain
why the riots took place. Already we
are hearing those who lay the “condi-
tions that breed violence” at the door of
a “callous and indifferent society.”

Yet, the Negro has long had the right
to vote and a legal right to any job for
which he could qualify in California.
Moreover, Los Angeles, reportedly, has
the lowest percentage of Negroes of the
Nation's 10 largest cities.

Mr. President, while none of these
factors can be ignored, I cannot believe
that they are the sole, or perhaps even
the major causes of the Los Angeles in-
surrection. Many of us who hold mem-
bership in this body grew up in sur-
roundings of poverty. I represent a
State which has seen more than its share
of poverty in the dead past. Conditions
there are better now, and most of the
State is prospering. But I have seen the
days when thousands, Negroes and
whites -alike,- -in.- -the- -Appalachians Jived
in conditions of squalor, deprivation, and
ill health whch could scarcely be equalled
in the slums of Chicago or the ghettos of
Los Angeles. There was everywhere the
spectacle of mass depression, malnutri-
tion, and misery.
A plethora of articles and feature

stories has appeared in national maga-
zines and metropolitan newspapers
about the economic stagnation which
enveloped the southern Appalachians.
Yet, these people never resorted to burn-
ing, looting, rioting, assaulting, injuring,
murdering, and destroying.

If poverty were the root cause of crime
and violence, there would have been con-
tinual chaos and revolution in those
days. But there was not chaos. There
was a wholesome respect for law and
order. There were no welfare programs,
no antipoverty programs, no Federal
aid as we now know it. But there was no

A



disorder, and people could walk the roads
at night almost everywhere in greater
safety than one can be sure of at high
noon today on the streets of our Nation's
Capital. Negroes and whites got along
well in the community. Race tensions
were virtually unknown. This is not to
say that laws were never broken. They
were. And those who violated the laws
were punished, and the sociologists, the
psychiatrists, and the politicians and
judges were not expected to find excuses
for the crimes committed.

So, there is much to support the belief
that poverty and alleged police brutality
are not the causes but only the scape-
goats for the senseless outbreaks of vio-
lence and destruction during these re-
cent days. Not to be overlooked are the
willful disobeying of court orders, the
numerous sit-ins, wade-ins, lie-downs,
and other violations of laws which have
become the order of the day.
Such violations of laws are popularly

referred to as constituting civil diso-
bedience, but under our legal system, as
it was heretofore known at least, when
there is an intent to break a law, the
act which follows from the intent consti-
tutes a crime and the individual should
be punished. Yet, the American public
has been subjected and exposed to every
conceivable kind of inconvenience by
hordes of rag-tag beatniks, agitators, and
professional troublemakers who insist
upon lying down in the streets, blocking
traffic, forming human walls in front of
business establishments, swarming over
private property, staging noisy sit-ins
and demonstrations, and all in the in-
nocuous name of civil disobedience. And
few people have dared to voice an objec-
tion for fear of being labeled "bigot." As
a matter of fact, the public has become
so mesmerized by the constant stream of
these day-to-day developments as to
make the average citizen feel that he is

out of step unless he, too, takes to the
streets and gets himself arrested as a
participant.
Laws are made to be obeyed by all of

the people all of the time. Respect for
the law is the basis for orderly govern-
ment and law-abiding and peace-lov-
ing citizens, regardless of race, need to
rally around the police, who, too often,
play a thankless role in riotous and dif-
ficult and dangerous situations. Of
course, there have been instances of po-
lice brutality, and there can be no ex-
cuse for the use of undue force by a po-
liceman. But, all too often, the charge
of police brutality is made by persons
and groups when they have resisted ar-
rest and have openly invited the use of
force. The law-abiding citizen has no
need to fear police brutality.
Whatever the causes for the recent

mob actions in American communities,
it is an obvious fact that there has been
a violent breach of two cardinal prin-
ciples of our American society—the re-
spect for law and order, and the re-
course to orderly process of law to seek
redress of any wrongs.
Whatever the causes of the riots which

appeared in markedly uniform manner
and detail in areas of our Nation recent-
ly, one fact is clear, aside from the fact
that no amount of excuses can be brought
forth to justify them: those who dis-
grace our Nation by violent disobedience,
and wilful flouting of the law—whether
they be black men, or white men, wheth-
er in the South, North, East, or West

—

must be dealt with severely. Such ac-
tion .cannot be toler-ated. Light dealing
with hoodlums who participate in these
crimes will merely encourage further
disrespect for the law and even greater'
criminal activity.
To quote Justice Frankfurter again:
Lawlessness, if not checked, is the pre-

cursor of anarchy.

What beyond this if we are to attack
the roots of crime and the roots of riots?
First of all, those who cherish equal
rights under the law should be taught
to assume equal responsibility before the
law.
Peaceful assembly is protected by the

Constitution and so is the right to peti-
tion the Government against grievances.
But willful violation of the law—whether
the law be municipal, State, or Federal

—

should not be tolerated. The civil rights
of all Americans are guaranteed by the
Constitution and the Bill of Rights, and
the individual whose rights are denied
should seek redress In the courts rather

than in the streets. For, as a great
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court,
Louis Brandeis, once said:

All rights are derived, from the purposes
of the society in. which they exist; above all

rights rises duty to the community.

Second, every effort should be put
forth to stamp out illiteracy, and the
emphasis, for every Individual, should be
upon education. Education, rather than
integration for integration’s sake, is the
important thing. Education will light
the paths to mutual respect, cooperation,
and better understanding. Education is
the cornerstone for amicable race rela-
tions.
Booker T. Washington, one of the

greatest of American Negroes, lived as a
boy in Malden, W. Va., where he toiled
in the salt works and in the mines. In
later years, when he had become a great
educator, he made a statement, the wis-
dom of which can benefit not only the
Negro boy or girl, but also the white
youth who is desirous of making a suc-
cess in life:

When a Negro girl learns to cook, to wash
dishes, to sow, to write a book, or a Negro
boy learns to groom horses, or to grow sweet-
potatoes, or to produce butter, or to build a
house, or to be able to practice medicine,
as well or better than someone else, they
will be rewarded regardless of race or color.

Moreover, every man should have the
opportunity for employment on the basis
of merit, and he should expect to be
chosen only on the basis of merit—and
he should expect to be chosen only on
the basis of merit, education, training,
experience, industry, and character—not
the color of his skin. Nor should the
color of one’s skin be a badge for prefer-
ential treatment in hiring and promo-
tion any more than It should be a badge
for discriminatory treatment.

Also, family planning is imperative,
and civil rights organizations should
make intensive efforts to promote such.
The high birth rate among low-income
Negro families simply cannot be over-
looked. For, whatever importance may
be assigned to unemployment as a factor
in riots and other developments which
have racial overtones, the fact is that,
in this age of automation, cybernation,
and advancing technology, the problem
of unemployment will always be with us,
and no amount of Government largess
and costly poverty programs will con-
stitute a panacea therefor as long as the
birth rate is permitted to soar, unchecked
and uncontrolled, among those families
least prepared and able to provide for
large numbers of children who, in later
years, will be candidates for jobs which
no longer exist.

Additionally, the problem of illegit-
imacy must be dealt with. In New York
City’s Harlem, where Negro rioting flared
last year, one out of every five Negro
children is illegitimate. An indication of
the concomitant social evils can be seen
in the fact that there were 12 times as
many cases of venereal disease per 100,-
000 people In Harlem as there were per
100,000 people in New York City as a
whole.

Illegitimacy is, more and more, be-
coming a frightening factor in this whole
equation. How the Nation can con-
tinue to close its eyes to this disturbing
fact is beyond comprehension. Some-
thing is going to have to be done about
it, or the burden of crime, riots, and the
dole will ultimately become unbearable.
Militant civil rights groups should stop
blaming the white power, structure for all
of the ills that are visited upon the Negro
community. Negroes must themselves
take the lead in doing something con-
structive for themselves, and they can do
this by waging war upon the evils of
illegitimacy, as one important begin-
ning.
The Negro’s lot can be infinitely bet-

ter in the future if something is done
now to encourage and promote planned
parenthood and parental responsibility.
This is not to say that illegitimacy is non-
existent among whites, but the statistics
show clearly where the problem is great-
est, and it should there be attacked most
intensely.

Finally, Mr. President, no amount of
Government paternalism can take the
place of drive and ambition, when it
comes to developing the substantial and
upright citizen. Hard work, persever-
ence, and self-accomplishment breed In-
dependence and strength, and courage
and resourcefulness in the man or

woman. Somehow the glory of honest
toil Is going to have to be restored if this
Nation is going to survive all of the dan-
gers that confront It. There is no ques-
tion but that the Central Government
has a responsibility to assist, a responsi-
bility to provide certain services, but if

that Government is to endure, the people
must not be encouraged more and more
to depend upon the Government for the
supplying of every want and every need.
A nation on the dole can hover hope to
maintain the moral fiber, the spiritual
strength, and the rugged resourcefulness
to keep her people free.

Easy money, easy living, laziness,
shiftlessness—all these go hand in hand
with irresponsibility, a disordered society,
and ultimate decay.
In closing, Mr. President, let me say

that I do not mean to imply that Negroes
in America have not had their grievances
or that they have not, in innumerable
instances, been treated unjustly. Nor,
do I maintain that they should not seek
redress for the wrongs visited upon them.
Whether it be the man whose skin Is as
black as the shades of night or the lowli-
est immigrant, newly arrived to these
shores from Germany, Italy, or else-
where, whose background, whose cus-
toms, and whose language are all foreign
to our own, let fairness be rendered and
justice be done. But the instrument for
the rendering of justice and fairness is
ever present in our land and under our
constitutional system. Let no man or
group or race of men err In the belief that
the law can best be administered by tak-
ing it Into one’s own hands.

For, as a great Supreme Court Justice
once said:
The law that protects the wealth of the

most powerful, protects also the earnings of
the most humble; and the law which would
confiscate the property of the one would, In
the end, take the earnings of the other.

Disobedience to law and acts of vio-
lence by a few can hurt the just cause
of the many. Not alone this. The per-
petuation of ours as a government of
laws depends upon the preservation of
the constitutional process through which
the' rights of minorities can be safe-
guarded and only through which the
freedoms of all our citizens will endure.

It may be a tedious process, a long
.and painstaking process, but, like the
mills of the gods, it grinds exceedingly
fine. And anything that is antithetic to
that constitutional process, whether it

be the street riot or the lynchman’s
noose, or whether it be the false doc-
trine of self-determination by one’s
conscience as to what laws should be
obeyed or disobeyed does violence to this
Republic and to constitutional American
liberty.
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SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D - W. VA.) ( '\

REQUEST FOR TAPE RECORDING WITH p
DIRECTOR ON YOUTH CRIME

My memorandum of 6-2-66, noted that Senator Byrd
desired to present a five-minute radio program to his constituents

on the subject of youth crime. The Senator invited the Director to

make this appearance, but in the event that Mr. Hoover was not

available, another Bureau representative would be satisfactory.

It was recommended and approved that the Director not take time
from his busy schedule to make this appearance and that a substitute

be designated.

i
SA I lof the Crime Research Section, who ^

!

has had previous experience in appearances of this kind, has been
designated to participate in this program with Senator Byrd, at

1:15 p.m., Wednesday, 6-15-66.
,

A series of proposed questions and answers for this

interview, prepared from previously approved Bureau material,

is attached herewith. It is noted that Senator Byrd’s office requested
that these questions and answers be submitted at least a day before
the program is recorded on 6-15-66. ^ f<r\

REQ-g
il>
Z-i3cr~'lL<f

RECOMMENDATION:

That in view of the deadline in this matter, the ^ta^|
proposed questions and answers be routed through expeditiously for

approval and returned to the Crime Research Section for further*-®

handling. ’

Enclosure If'
1 - Mr. DeLoach - enclosure ^ ^

1 - Mr. Wick - enclosure r\
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June 14, 1966

YOUTHFUL CRIME

It seems that today we are hearing more and more about the growth of

crime among young people in the United States. Is the picture really as

bad as it has been painted in recent years?

Let’s look at it this way: During 1964, the most recent year for which the

FBI has complete statistics, persons under 18 years of age were identified

as the perpetrators in 37% of the serious crimes solved by police. By

serious crimes, we mean murder, robbery, forcible rape, burglary,

aggravated assault, larceny $50 or more and automobile theft.

Some persons have been heard to say that the increase in youthful crime

statistics is due in part to the continued population increase. How true

is this ?

There is some merit to this argument. . .but we can't disregard this fact:

in recent years, the rate of arrests of persons in the young age group has

risen twice as fast as their increase in population. While persons from

10 to 17 years of age comprised approximately 15% of our national popula-

tion in 1964, they committed 43% of the property crimes. Nationally, the

arrests of these young persons rose 17% over the previous year. It’s

true that better than 95% of America's young people never become involved

in crime. When we talk about youthful crime, we're dealing with a very

small minority of our young people. The figures I have cited, however,

do indicate an alarming trend . . . and that is that our young people

are contributing a highly disproportionate share to the over-all , .

: enclosure /l- /
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• •
crime picture. Crime figures for the year of 1965 are now being

compiled by the FBI and will be released next month. Unfortunately,

theywill offer no comfort whatever. . . but will show that youthful

crime continues to soar.

As a newspaper reader, one of the aspects of this situation which

causes me great concern is the violence connected with some

of these criminal acts. We read about crimes which appear

absolutely senseless. . . which often are all the more terrifying

because of the wanton brutality displayed.

This is something we read about every day. A Washington, D. C.

,

newspaper reported that two cousins, one aged 17 and the other 18,

had been arrested for the brutal slaying and robbery of two boys

near Louisville, Kentucky. When asked why they had murdered

the two boys, one of them blamed the murders on the fact that they

had been "crazy" with drink. A California paper reported that a

10-year-old boy was strangled, beaten, sexually molested and shot

to death by a 16-year-old. Asked why he did it, the 16-year-old

replied, "I don’t know why I did it. I'm crazy. ” Two teenagers

mugged a 63-year-old man. When he was found, he was unconscious

and bleeding, having been stomped and kicked in the head repeatedly.

When they left him, they took his wallet. It contained $. 30. A

Philadelphia newspaper reported that a 14-year-old boy had shot

- 2 -
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QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

j

ANSWER:

and killed his mother and father. His explanation for the slayings:

His father had given him a spanking, and his mother was always

nagging him. All of these stories are tragic and horrifying. They

can hardly be described as "juvenile delinquency. ” More appropriate

is the term, "youthful criminality.

"

At this point, the obvious question comes to mind: What causes

youthful criminality, and why is it such a problem today ?

Actually, there are many factors involved, but let me touch on a

few that the Director of the FBI, Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, has

mentioned many times in the past. First and foremost is parental

failure. Too many parents are failing to give their children a

set of standards and rules to live by. Too often, they see the law

as something to circumvent, as when they willfully ignore the rules

of traffic safety. There has been a growing trend of irresponsibility

among the so-called upper-class and middle-class teenagers who

feel that because of their parents* position in the community, they

should be exempt from the rules that govern others.

In other words, it is a fallacy for us to regard youthful crime as

solely a product of poor environment and substandard economic

conditions.

It certainly is. Society has been taking the blame too long for the

rampages of teenage hoodlums. In the words of Mr. Hoover, "No

- 3 -



doubt, society has failed our youth, but not in the way many seem

to think. Rather, the dereliction has been in the failure to teach

them the meaning of discipline, restraint, self-respect and respect

for law and order and the right of others. Consequently, the

lesson now is both painful and costly.

"

QUESTION: These things are evident in so much of what we hear about today:

the public apathy to the spiraling crime rate. . . the attitude

demonstrated by those among us who passively tolerate immorality

and disrespect for authority. . . vicious attacks on policemen. .

.

the increasing number of assaults made against defenseless persons,

usually women, while bystanders refuse to help the individual being

attacked.

ANSWER: Summing up, I would like to point out that all of us share

responsibility for the youth of America, and it’s up to us to

rededicate ourselves to the task of eliminating those conditions

which are responsible for the criminal behavior of some of our

young people. Discipline is the by-word in the development of

normal law-abiding youth. . . discipline in the home as well as in

the schools. But it must begin in the home. As Mr. Hoover has

said, "The home is the very foundation on which this Nation was

built, and it is here that parents must set the proper example for

their children and endeavor to instill in them the basic principles

of good citizenship, love of God and respect for one’s fellow man. ”

- 4 -
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4:50 PM June 16, 18QQ

KEs&o&tzsxm sm mi. TOlZGll
iuH. DK LOACH
LIE. '$SCI£

Senator Egbert €* Byrd cl West Virginia called and said he was
—israng ix someone1m moeui^M could prepare for him a H&lo speech

with reference to the Supreme Courtruling on Monday on police Guectioning

of suspects,.

I told the Senator I cctsM got that done. 1 also told Mm there is a
complication there which the Chief Justice tried to tales care of in Ms opinion

in that they are trying to claim there Is no differentiation between the types
of crime handled by the FS2 and those of local authorities* l stated that,

of coarcs, is not entirely accurate because in Federal crimes, you generally

have the case pretty well made bofere makingm arrest and in local crimes
yen may have an attach: or assault and the police officer has to make an arrest
at once. I stated under the rulings we now have, a person lias to bs advised
that be need not talk and can have a lawyer, efc cetera, and therefore I think

it will Mt the local authorities harder than the Federal authorities, font I

would get Mm up some notes on this,,

Senator Byrd stated he would appreciate it as he would like to make
a speech o_* the Senate floor hitting tint ruling.

I spake to J<£r* Toisoa about tills matter add instructed that it

be handled.

Very truly yours,

John Edgar Hoover
Director

^ 1966

«LiH*I:edm

Zlr JgMdz-^—^ not RECORDED , .... . . . ... _
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TO

FROM

SUBJECT

j

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
***^1962 .EDITION
GSA~ GEhJ. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GO^JRNMENT

Memorandum

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 15 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc fcaw/sab/lsg

Mr. Wick DATE: 6-15-66

Mu A. Jones

(S>

SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D - W. VA.)
REQUEST FOR TAPE RECORDING WITH
DIRECTOR ON YOUTH CRIME *

In prior memoranda it was approved that a Bureau
representative appear with Senator Byrd on a five-minute radio program
dealing with youthful crime. This afternoon, SAf

b6
b7C

of the

Crime Research Section recorded this program with the Senator,

presented several quotations by the Director on this subject.

After the program,
/ Senator Byrd: said he felt that the Director’s statements

were excellent, hard hitting and exposed the sob-sister approach to

the youthful crime problem for what it is. Senator Byrd said he
agreed fully with the Director’s position, he admired the Director’s

courage, and he asked that his sentiments be conveyed to Mr. Hoover.

Byrd said that the Director’s record of public service was
unparalleled anywhere, and he knew that it would never be possible for

any successor to adequately ’’fill his shoes. ’’ He said he hoped that

for the good of the country, the Director would remain in his present
\ position for ’’many, many more years. ’’

The Senator went on to say that he was deeply concerned
with the manner in which law enforcement was being hamstrung by
current court decisions. He was especially distressed because of the

most recent Supreme Court ruling on the matter of confessions, and
he wondered how it was possible ’’that five men can produce a majority
resulting in a decision which can have nothing else but a corrosive
effect on our society. ” He said that the attitude of the courts today is

seriously impeding the efforts of law enforcement and its latest decision

wiH offer new encouragement to the criminal and further incrgas^opr
already spiraling criminal rates. —1 /6 —

REQ’.M
.

Enclosure^a_^-*iq£— 4 _ /£ g
1 - Mr. DeLoach - Enclosure
1 - Mr. Wick - Enclosure

3H JUN 20 ife

CJHrnal (7) CONTINUED



M. A. Jones to Wick Memo
RE: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD

Senator Byrd said that he was also greatly concerned about

adequate salaries being paid to policemen. He said he felt that this

is a most important aspect in the battle against crime and must
receive attention in each individual community.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the attached letter over the Director^ signature be
forwarded to Senator Byrd.

-2 -
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MAILED 2/

COMM-FEI

fiGGiM

jutif %% im
^

1

jLOnOrablc JrfObert VV
i/nited Ltsfe Senate
'i »' d-f* 0#

my dear Senates?;

Akent l Ihsm informed
me of your very favorable remarks coneesfsina &y
administration el this Bureau, ana 1 did went to take this

oppoitunlty to &gare&3 my £er£aiig thanks,

The problem of youthful crime Is a serious
one tae&j, ansi i am pleased that you share my views
retrain;., it, 2 certainly feel that tliis in a matter which
eiesseryes the attention of every oiiisen, Cor it Is only In
fete way feat we will he able to combat fee apathy that
esilssfe in some garters and End an effective solution to
our Nation’s crime problem.

sd confidence*

All of ns in fee WEt appreciate your support

sincerely yours,

Jjl Edgar Hoover

1 - Pittsburgh
1 - Mr. DeLoach (Sent with cover memo)
1 - Mr. Wick (Sent with cover memo) Jr&

/

NOTE: See M. A. Jones to Wick Memo dated 6-15-66, captioned ’’Senator
Robert C. Byrd, (D - W. Ya. ), Request for Tape Recording with Director
on Youth Crime. ”

CJH:nal^(9) it
,4y* 11‘ /J
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Memorandum
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UNITED STATES G(*RNMENT

Mr. Wick

FROM : M.

DATE: 6-2-66

SUBJECT: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D - W. VA.)
REQUEST FOR TAPE RECORDING WITH
DIRECTOR ON YOUTH CRIME

Tolson —
^eLoach .

Callahan

Conrad —
Felt

Gale

Rosen —
Sullivan _

Tavel

Trotterifi

Tele. lyj®

Holmes —
Gandy —

to advise that a nem
the near future in W<

Iin Senator Byrd’s Office caUed me (Mr. Jones)

i^tional.Training-School,for Boys will be dedicated in

est Virginia.
|
stated that, in view of the

establishment of this new”ScKbol7 there has been an increased interest

among Senator Byrd’s constituents in the state about youth crime. Senator b6

Byrd, therefore, thought that it would be timely to present a program to b7

his constituents on this particular topic and desired to have the Director
appear with him to make an approximately five-minute recording on the

topic of youth crime which would be broadcast prior to the dedication of

this new School.
| |noted that if Mr. Hoover is not available

for this commitment, perhaps he (Mr. Hoover) might care to designate
another Bureau representative. She stated that she has no specific dead- f

line relative to the making of this tape recording.

INFORMATION IN BUFILES:
; !

>

Bufiles reflect that Senator Byrd, a former U. S. Repre-
sentative, was elected to the U. S. Senate in November, 1958. We have
enjoyed cordial relations with him and his office has been contacted on a
number of occasions relative to constituent letters he has sent to the Bureau.
He was furnished an autographed copy of ”A Study of Communism” in

March, 1963.

OBSERVATION:

While this would afford a wonderful opportunity^©a^h««wai
Director to present his views on the current youth problem, it is not felt

that in view of Mr. Hoover’s heavy schedule he would desire
Perhaps it would be well, however, if some Bureau representative did

join with Senator Byrd dn; the five-minute broadcast.

1 - Mr. DeLoach
1 - Mr. Wick

RLR:smg/jma
(9)

1 - Miss Gandy p-oji

1 - Miss Holmes Ui

V V
CONTINUED - OVER

A P



f*

M. A. Jones to Wick Memo
RE: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD

RECOMMENDATIONS

:

1. That the Director not take time from his heavy
schedule to participate in this broadcast.

oV,-
yC/'

2. That consideration be given to designating someone
(pamlir^jMiiiiMn i MiilfrpSsawwft) to substitute for Mr. Hoover.

3.

If Recommendation Two (above) is approved, that

final arrangements be made with Senator Byrd's Office and that an
appropriate script be prepared and submitted for approval.

/

^ jL/ VK

- 2 -
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ALL INFOPJIATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

RICHARD B. RUSSELL. GA.. CHAIRMAN
JOHN STENN1S, MISS.
STUART SYMINGTON, MO.
HENRY M. JACKSON, WASH.
SAM J. ERVIN, JR., N.C.
HOWARD W. CANNON, NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA.
STEPHEN M. YOUNG, OHIO
DANIEL K. INOUYE, HAWAII
THOMAS J. MCINTYRE, N.H.
DANIEL B. BREWSTER, MD.
HARRY F. BYRD, JR., VA.

LEVERETT SALTON^fe^, MASS.
MARGARET CHASE MAINE
STROM THURMOND^^P?
JACK MILLER, lOW/^^
JOHN G. TOWER, TEX.

DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc bau/sab/1

W
3 Cixxieb J&enaie

COMMITTEE ON ARMJED SERVICES

WILLIAM H. DARDEN, CHIEF OF STAFF
CHARLES B. KIRBOW, CHIEF CLERK June 17, 1966

3

Mr. Callahan

Mr. Conrad
Mr. Pelt

Mr. Gale

Mr. Rosen
Mr. Sullivan

Mr. Tavel

* Mr. Trotter

* Tele. Room
Miss Holmes
Miss Gandy

The Honorable John Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

Thank you so much for your nice letter of June 16. It

was kind of you to write as you did concerning my
support of your programs.

With warm regards, believe me to be

r



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sabyisg

RCSIDCNCE P MON CS
949 - 9^326
9^9-66pO

LAW OFFICES

J. NORM^I^TONE
IOIO VERMONT AVENUE, N. W.

Washington 5, D. C. CABLE ADDRESS

June 22, 1966

The^Honorable Robert C . Byrd U
United States Seriate' .

Washington, D.C* -

b
Re

:

Dear Senator Byrd:
;

, :

/

Enclosed please find copy of "hate" letter received <by my
client, thk above-gained, a welfare recipient who was one of
several who picketed your home a few day's ago.

Since your nai$e is mentioned in the aforementioned
letter, I thought fhat you might like to ask the FBI to
investigate as I ai# certain 'that you would not want it to
be inferred that yQU are associated with the anonymous
writer who states that he is one of your friends.

Fpr my part I fpei certain that you had nothing to.' do
with it, but some of those who demonstrated arid others Who
have seen this letter seem not to be so sure.

Perspnally, I am of the opinion., &ir. that you can allevi-
ate much of the terror that has struck

)
I A jp"oor

xfomari withPjit much education,, by publicly decrying this v

poison pen letter arid publicly disassociating yourself with
the alleged "friend" of yours who wrote it and further by
asking that, your other "friends" cease and desist from engaging
in such un-American, Communist tactics.

, ' o ' *
>. ,

*

Yo.u are in a position of vast power Which can be utilized
tp further the spirit of tolerance,, benevolence, peace, eont-
passion, kindness,, understanding, brotherhood, and love which
arte absolutely necessary in these days pf the "reaping of the
whirlwinds" whose seeds were sown by the preceding few genera-,
tipns of white America..

. R£Q. 93
/$Jjt

You .can lead the way .to a settling, of thaetwgtaaii »

'

which are surely and swiftly approaching. Anything less than

16 4UL 1 1966
r

MCLOST
i^V

54JUL7 198®

CORK

an '

A L’C
,l<?

i '
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This is the statement made from one of the friends of Senator Byrd:

You and your k^d Stay out of Arlington, Va,

Sen. Byrd is welcome!

Aren’t you ashamed of living on Welfare— without advertising it ,

and asking for more— without a thought of working to earn your

living*?

This is one answer to your picketting Sen. Byrd?s home.

BNCE03UB3
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June 6, 1966

6}
Honorable Robert C.-Bard
United States Senate

Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

I want to extend my thanks for your
thoughtfulness in including in the June 2nd issue of the

"Congressional Record" my remarks regarding unjusti-

fiable allegations of police brutality which were published
in the June edition of the FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin.

My associates and I have deeply valued
your consistent support of measures contributing to

effective law enforcement, and 1 would not want the

occasion to pass without expressing heartfelt appreciation.

MAILED 2Z

JUN 71966

COMM-FBI

Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover

v\
'*

Tolson _
DeLoach
Mohr

.
Wick

Oj 0 JUL 19 teyj

NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the Special Correspondents’ List

DFC:car

(f)

“at*. A>
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J EQGAR HOOVER and "POLICE
'

BRUTALITV"

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.Prcs- •

ldcnt, all fair-minded persons shudd . .

at the thought of law enforcement of-

ficials who may engage In ^cthical con-

duct. But how fair and justified Is the

crowing erv of "police brutality ? Tms

L a QuesUon that should concern all

nconle who wish to see good law enforce-

ment and the protection of °ur rights.

'

FcdcrafBureTu of Stigation, and who

' rrs?sssst
t, •»«

* Message From the Director

(By JohnEdgar Hoover, Director)

Law enforcement

i ^dTnd ln^Slmlnatc uso of the term

ST "deUnquencr'BO

i luilKlnc menJ” ^5 ^ciyfhowcver. does
log irmocent ^oplo* »“C

it

the term flt the cucumstanoes to^^ ^
la applied. It I*

jimp demonstra-

rstar»«*wg-ssax

.

SSS.“.

sssster

h.C

.June 2, 1966

Wo know thcro 1b a calculated and deliber-
ate attempt by some groups to inflame hoa-
tlllty against law enforcement by charging
'•police brutality" without cause. To a largo

- degree they have succeeded. Tho term la

bandied about In all media of communication,
without serious consideration as to Its truo
meaning or its harmful effect on a profes-

' slon which Is chnrgcd with enforcing tho
basic rules of civilized living.

I agree with a growing number of ro-
sponsible news editors, public ofllclals, and

^ law-abiding citizens that It Is high tlmo to
get tills "pet slogan" into a hotter perspec-
tive, Wo do not deny thcro hnvo been In-
stances of mlsuao of force by enforcement

1 officers, but Buch Incidents nro not os prev-
alent as tho public has been led to bcllcvo.

A general and accepted principle of tho law
hns been that on officer may use such force
os Is necessary to mako lawful arrests, pro-
tect his life, ond perform other specific

duties. Frequently, however, tho cholco Is

not his to mako; ho has to uso forco or bo
maimed or killed and havo tho rights of all

tho pcoplo trampled by those tfho havo no
respect for law or duo process. Even, thon,
hie best efforts often arc not enough, as
evidenced by tho appalling number of of-

. fleers assaulted and killed each year.
Policemen havo tho samo basic righto os

others, Ihcro Is no reason why they should
. bo singled out for ridicule by Invalid blanket

' accusations. The public, tho press, and law
enforcement Itself should launch a concerted
drive to stop the semantic indictment of
police. Allegations and Incidents should bo
reported and described in realistic, Impartial,
and truthful terms. If an officer la assaulted

,
whllo making an arrost and uses unduo forco
to subduo the person, then call It "undue
force." If an officor uses profane language
to a citizen, then dcscrlbo It as profane
languago. If on officor Js thought to .bo biased
or prejudiced in his treatment of groups or
Individuals, thon tho complaint should so
state. But the constant cry of "police bru-
tality" as a catch phrase, exploited and used
as camouflage for illegal conduct, Is dead
wrong* It Is a stigmatization of poltco by
roto.

ENCLOSURE /£>.?/3 r\ - \ /
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MR. DE LOACH:

August
26,^

1966

MJ

Mr. Tolson

Mr. DeLoach
Mr.iMohr —

Mr. Casper —
Mr. Callahan .

Mr. Conrad
Mr. Felt

Mr. Gale

Mr. R^sen/_
Mr. Sulimanjk

Mr.

Mr. Trotl/er

Tele. Room

—

Miss Holmes .

Miss Gandy _
RE: W.E.B. DU BOIS CLUBS OF AMERICA; Miss h

INQUIRY BY SENATOR ROBERT%YRD Miss G

(D - W. VA.)

fio&e&r d,
Senator Byrd telephonically contacted my office yesterday

afternoon and inquired if someone could stop by his office to ’’brief”

him concerning the DuBois Clubs which, he understood, was sponsor-
ing & demonstration in Washington this weekend.

*

'
1 SA Bowers kept this appointment with the Senator. Bowers

furnished the Senator copies of articles, speeches and statements by
the Director which contain information about the DuBois Clubs, other

reprint data we have available concerning the organization, some
public-source-type information regarding the planned demonstration
this weekend which had been previously furnished to friendly news
media contacts. The Senator indicated he was going to make a speech
on the floor of the Senate in the near future concerning the DuBois
Clubs and he was most appreciative of our assistance. He will not

attribute the information to us.

RESPECTFULLY,

R. E. WICK

1 - Mr. DeLoach
1 - Mr. Sullivan
1 - Mr. Jones

:ml^

f1*/—
(/

r m AUG 31JSE5.
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August 12, 1966

CP
Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate

Washington, B. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

I have seen the "Congressional Record"
which contains your speech given on August 10th, You
are indeed to be complimented for this excellent

presentation.

We in the FBI, and I am sure all in law
enforcement, are most grateful that you spoke so force*

fully about the crime situation and the problems
confronting those of us charged with the responsibility

for coping with increasing lawlessness.

?’ Mil

•T,
j

co'mi-

ll

FBI

Sincerely yours,

JpBdgar Hoover

V

P 7

"Hi
m

aog

2m cro
o

g
2
xl.

1 - Pittsburgh - Enclosure

'-pr
y.

417
Tolson

NOTE: The Bureau furnished cooperation to Senator Byrd in

connection with several speeches which he incorporated into his

presentation to the Senate pn#>4(M)6, Senator Byrd is on the ,

Special Correspondents’ list.
(o^ ^ |/H%j 3

SAW-.mel (4)
, j
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Gandy Vi
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® CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— S]®k.TE August 10, 1966

York Times of July 31, 1966, a copy of which
Is enclosed. This article points out that
the Federal Government Is, of itself, har-
vesting millions of board feet a year from
virgin Redwood timber supplies. Has the
Department of Agriculture been requested to
cease cutting -until the issue is resolved?
Because of your keen and sincere Interest

in the park site for the people of your con-
stituency perhaps, before our responding in
kind to your letter, it might be well if we
had an opportunity for a discussion.

Very truly yours,
Ragan & Mason,
William F. Ragan.

Enclosures.
cc: The Honorable Alan Bible, Henry M.

Jackson, B. Everett Jordan, Frank E. Moss,

Exhibit 3
July 26, 1966.

Mr. Robert S. Luntet,
Assistant Chief, Office of Resource Planning,

San Francisco Planning and Service'

Center, National Park Service, 450
Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco,

Calif.

Dear Mr. Luntey: This will respond to
your letter requesting permission to take cer-

tain photographs of our property for pur- ^
poses of showing them to the Senate Sub-
committee concerned with the proposed na-
tional park.

Please be advised that we have conferred
with our Counsel in Washington, and we
hereby deny your request. As you should be
aware five members of the Sub-Committee,
including the Chairman of the full commit-
tee, were recently in Crescent City and per-
sonally visited our lands. In addition to
that the same group flew over the entire
territory l?y helicopter. Accompanying the
senators were representatives of the Park
Service. As we are aware, many factors con-
cerning this proposed park have been dis-

torted and photographs similarly can cause
an erroneous impression.
We consequently see no reason why in such

a short space of time the expense of photo-
graphs to make expensive montages to im-
press the committee is necessary. Conse-
quently, this request is denied.

Very truly yours,
Rklt.tm Redwood Co.,

Darrell H. Schroedeb,
Vice President

.

THE JOURNAL
On request of Mr. Mansfield, and

by unanimous consent, the Journal of
the proceedings of Tuesday, August 9,

1966, was approved.

THE GROWING PROBLEM OF CRIME
IN THE UNITED STATES

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, today this Nation is faced
with a tremendous problem in a word
which is appearing—unfortunately

—

each day in headlines of our news-
papers—and that word is “crime.” We
live in an era of increasing crime and
violence. Two mass murders have oc-
curred in less than 3 weeks—in In-
diana on July 14, and on August 1 In
Texas—and a total of 24 persons died.
At this very moment somewhere in our

country citizens are being murdered, as-
saulted, raped, and robbed. Though
completely innocent themselves, they
may bear for the remainder of their
lives the scars given them by hoodlums
and desperados. The time has come for
every American to be concerned.

\

When we mention crime, we should
not visualize merely a stolen car, a bur-
glarized filling station, or a victim of

assault. These are the evidences of
crime—but in our complicated world of
today crime has a much more far-reach-

.

ing complex status than the common
conception of murder or theft. There
are, of course, the so-called above
ground crimes; namely, murder, assault,

and theft. But, today, crime also

abounds underground—in gambling, cor-
ruption, malfeasance in office, and is

often known as organized crime. Crime
also relates to probation and parole
statutes, to law enforcement agencies, to
sex offenders, to the failure of citizens

to understand their responsibilities in
society.
Today I want to take sufficient time

to discuss some aspects of the crime
problem.

national crime picture

The waves of lawlessness are beating
strongly against the shorelines of our
national life. According to the FBI’s
Uniform Crime Reports, 2,780,000 serious

crimes were reported during 1965, repre-
senting a 6 percent increase over the
previous year. Of course, the total num-
ber of criminal acts that occur is un-
known because many crimes never come
to the attention of the police. This is

an appalling tragedy.
Since 1958, crime has increased six

times faster than our population-growth.
No aspect of crime is today taking a holi-

day. Last year, crimes of violence—that
is, murder, nonnegligent manslaughter,
forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated
assault—climbed 6 percent as a group.
Property crimes of burglary, larceny $50
and over, and automobile theft were also

up 6 percent, resulting in total property
stolen in excess of $1 billion.

In 1965, a serious crime was committed
every 12 seconds, with a burglary occur-
ring every 27 seconds, an-auto theft every
60 seconds, a robbery every 4M> minutes,
a forcible rape every 23 minutes, and a
murder every 53 minutes.
Crime showed no favoritism to any

area of this Nation. Geographically, all

regions registered increases, led by the
Western States with a 10-percent rise,

followed by the Northeastern States, up
8 percent, and the North Central and
Southern States, up 4 percent.
Most of us would probably surmise

that crime is increasing in large cities of
at least 250,000 in population. This
assumption is indeed correct, with crime
reflecting a 4-percent jump.
But .the rapidly expanding suburban

areas around our big urban centers re-
flected an 8-percent jump—twice that
of cities. This is the area where alleg-
edly law-abiding, well-behaved, intelli-

gent people live—yet in these areas we
find lawlessness growing with fantastic
speed. However, the FBI reports show
that many of the offenders in suburbia
are nonresidents. For example, in the
Maryland and Virginia suburbs of the
Washington, D.C., metropolitan area, 31
percent of all persons taken into custody
were nonresidents of the communities in
which they were arrested.
The rural areas showed a 3-percent

jump. My own State of West* Virginia,

a so-called poverty-stricken State, was
49th among the 50 States in the overall
crime rate per 100,000 inhabitants, 49th
in the number of burglaries, 50th in the
number of larcenies, and 50th In the
number of auto thefts.
The crime picture is today one of

America's great, black spots of shame.
Like a giant mushroom cloud, it puts its

sooty finger on every American, regard-
less of where he may live.

Just why is crime on such a spree in
a society which calls Itself rational and
intelligent? Why, last year, was mur-
der up 6 percent, forcible rape up 9 per-
cent, robbery up 6 percent, aggravated
assault up 6 percent, burglary up 6 per-
cent, and automobile theft up 5 percent?
The inner core of this tragedy is re-

flected even more in the statistics from
the FBI concerning juvenile misbehavior.
Last year, 63 percent of all arrests for
serious crimes involved persons under 21
years of age. While the increase in the
10- to 17-year-age group population was
17 percent in the period 1960-65, police
arrests of persons under, 18 years of age,
for serious crimes, jumped 47 percent
during that period. Thus, it can be
clearly observed that the percentage in-
crease in the criminal involvement of
those young persons, as measured by
police arrests. Is more than triple their
percentage increase in the national popu-
lation. However, it should be remem-
bered that only a small percentage of the
total young age population becomes in-
volved in criminal acts—less than 5 out
of 100.

Last year, persons under the age of 25
comprised 74 percent of all police arrests
for serious crimes in large cities, 72 per-
cent in rural areas, and 78 percent in the
suburbs.
Male arrests for all crimes outnum-

bered female ajrests 7 to 1; however, fe-
male arrests continued to increase more
rapidly in 1965. Female arrests, overall,
accounted for 13.4 percent of the total,
18 percent of the forgery, 20 percent of
the fraud, 17 percent of the embezzle-
ment, 17 percent of the criminal homi-
cide, 4 percent of the auto theft, and 22
percent of the larceny arrests.

Nonwhites accounted for 52 percent of
the arrests for forcible rape, in cities and
suburbs, and 59 percent of the murders
and nonnegligent manslaughters.
In 1965, the clearance, or police solu-

tion, rate nationally was 24.6 percent,
virtually unchanged from 1964. Signif-
icantly, however, according to the FBI
Uniform Crime Reports for 1965, there
was a 5-percent decrease from the previ-
ous year in the number of adults found
guilty and a sharp 13-percent increase in
the number of acquittals and dismissals.
Three out of every 10 murder defendants
were either acquitted or their cases were
dismissed at some prosecutive stage, over
one-third of those charged with forcible
rape were acquitted or had their cases
dismissed, and over one-third of the
persons charged with aggravated assault
won freedom through acquittal or dis-
missal.
A significant fact emerges

—

States the 1965 FBI Uniform Crime
Reports.
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In earlier times, before the harvest of
redwoods began, \there were approxi-
mately 2 million acfces of coast redwoods
in California. Less Than 20 percent of
the original virgin forest now remains.
Less than 3 percent of the original virgin
redwood forest is in parks^today.
No one is more conscious Than I of the

constitutionally protected rights of the
owners of private property. \rhe right
to hold and dispose of private property is

basic to our way of life. But should not
every citizen, property owner or nouv con-
sider his obligation to society as a wnoTe?
The bill I sponsor is supported by the

President, the Secretary of the Interio
the Governor of California, and manj
conservation-minded Senators and Con- N

gressmen and citizens. The Save-the-
Redwoods League urges its adoption

.

But, as the wheels of the legislative ma-
chine slowly turn, the private owners of
this priceless natural resource have, it

seems to me, a responsibility to their fel-

low-citizens, a moral obligation far
transcending the normal legal rights and
obligations of landowners. They have, I
think, an obligation to respect the efforts
of the people’s representatives to preserve
these giants. Theirs is a responsibility to
stop slashing down these ancient trees,

hell-bent on their almost complete ob-
literation.

Some of these redwoods have taken
2,000 years to grow to their present
grandeur. Those who would sever them
from the earth are not answerable to
Congress or the courts. They are, how-
ever, answerable to the people of this
country, and to posterity. These giant
trees belong to the ages.
On July 13, 1966, I wrote Miller-Rel-

lim Redwood Co. again urging it to an-
nounce “a suspension of cutting in vital
areas of virgin redwoods within the pro-
posed park boundaries until Congress
had had time to act on this legislation.”
Mr. President, I ask that my July 13 let-
ter to Miller-Rellim be included in the
Record at the conclusion of my remarks.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-

jection it is so ordered.
(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. KUCHEL. Nearly a month has
passed and no responsive answer or an-
nouncement has been heard. I have
received one letter from Mr. Miner's
secretary and one from his attorney, but
none from the man in whose hands the/
fate of the Redwood National Park lies
Mr. President, I ask that the letter
which I have received from Mr. Miner's
secretary and his attorney be included
in the Record at the conclusion of my
remarks. f
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without

objection, it is so ordered. /
(See exhibit 2.) /
Mr. KUCHEL. The sum of the re-

sponses from Miller-Rellim,' Redwood
Co. is delay. And as the private owner
stalls off my efforts to achieve a suspen-
sion of cutting within the proposed park
boundaries, what is happening on the
land? What is happening, Mr. Presi-
dent, is that Miller-Rellim Redwood Co.
has slammed the gates to its property
shut in order to keep the Congress from
knowing how much and how fast It is
cutting. I ask to have printed in the

Record at the conclusion of my remarks
a letter which Mr. Darrell H. Schroeder,
vice president of Miller-Rellim Redwood
Co., wrote to the National Park Service
on July 26, 1966, denying the Park Serv-
ice access to the Miller property so that
the Park Service might be prevented
from presenting the true facts as com-
ing healings on the legislation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 3.)

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, this is

a fight for the people. It is a fight to
preserve as a national park a plot of
ground on which still stand these living

giants. It is a fight against the spolia-
tion of whole mountains, against the
iarau

r

ding devastation of virgin forests,

is a fight in which the people of mw
St^e and our country ought to enlist,

to psxrtect and to preserve a little/a
precious little, ground on which /the
mighty xedwoods grow.
When \add up what I have seen/first-

hand in visiting the Miller-Rellim prop-
erty, whatS, I have seen in' aerial

photographs,\what I have heard from
administrations, officials, what I have
heard from respected conservationists,'
plus Miller-Rellimte failure Satisfactorily

to respond to my rbpeatecLrequest, I am
compelled to conciliate that the Miller-
Rellim Redwood Co. is pursuing a pro-
gram designed to destroy the park
value of this portion fit ^ts timberlands
by cutting out its heai

I again urge Miller-Rellffn voluntarily
to suspend cutting/m vital areas of vir-
gin redwoods within the proposed park
boundaries until/Congress has\had time
to act on this legislation. I ask me com-
pany to do so jiri a spirit of cooperation
and with an awareness of the responsi-
bilities impo/ed upon it as trustee pf a
great vanishing natural resource.

Exhibit 1

U.S. Senate,
Committee on

4TERIOR AND* INSULAR AFFAIRS,
July 13, 1966 .

Mr. Harold A. Meller,
President, Miller-Rellim Redwood Co.,
P.O.Box 356,
Crescent City, Calif.

r Mr. Miller: During the recent Red-
National Park field hearings held by

le Parks and Recreation Subcommittee of
/the Senate Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs in Crescent City, California, it
was disclosed that in recent months your
company has been moving its cutting opera-
tions into virgin stands of redwoods on your
property south of the boundary of Jedediah
Smith State Park.

Since you own substantial redwood acreage
outside the proposed park boundaries, I asked
you, during the hearings:
“Would it not be better, Mr. Miller, in the

future for us to agree that, while this legis-
lation is under discussion in the Congress,
precautions be taken that the area contem-
plated to be used as a park be left alone to
the greatest extent economically feasible?’*
Tour reply was:
“It would certainly not be feasible. You

Just cannot move your operation around that
way."
No one is more conscious than I of the

constitutionally protected rights of the own-
ers of private property. The right to hold
and dispose of private property is basic to our
way of life.

The few remaining old growth redwoods

represent a priceless, Irreplaceable parlS of
our American heritage! As the wheels of the
legislative machine slowly turn and as legis-

lation to create a Redwood National Park is

pending in Congress, I believe that you, as
the owner of properties which include this
natural resourcj/have a responsibility to our
fellow citizens/a moral obligation, which far
transcends the normal legal rights and ob-
ligations of land-holding. I believe that you
have an obligation to respect the efforts of
your fellow citizens to preserve some of these
giants, and not to frustrate those efforts or
renderythem meaningless. Yours is respon-
sibility to refrain from felling these ancient
treea/at the very time some of us in Wash-
ington are attempting to save them.

again urge you to publicly announce,
id a spirit of cooperation and with an aware-
less of the responsibilities imposed upon you

/as trustees of this disappearing natural re-
source, a suspension of cutting in vital areas
of virgin redwoods within the proposed park
boundaries until Congress has had time to
act on this legislation.
With kindest regards,

Sincerely yours,
Thomas H. Kochel,

U.S. Senator.

Exhibit 2

Miller Redwood Co.,
Crescent City, Calif., July 18, 1966.

Hon. Thomas H. Kttchel,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.
Mr Dear Senator Kttchel: In Mr. Miller's

absence, I wish to acknowledge receipt of
your letter of July 12th. While a photocopy
of your letter has been forwarded to Mr.
Miller, it is unlikely that he will have an
opportunity to reply until after his return
to this office on August 3rd.

Very truly yours,
Velma Jeremiah
Mrs. Velma Jeremiah,

Secretary to Mr. Harold A. Miller.

Ragan & Mason,
Washington , D.C., August 2, 1966 .

Hon. Thomas H. Kttchel,
UB. Senate,
Washington, D.C.
Dear Senator Kttchel : On July 13, I960,

you wrote to Mr. Harold Miller, President
^of Stimson Lumber Company. For your
$eady reference, a copy of your letter is at-
\ched hereto.

your letter you asked Mr. Miller to
publicly announce, with the awareness of
his responsibilities that he is suspending
cutting"in a “vital area of virgin Redwoods.”
Mr. Miller and I have discussed your letter

and it was agreed that I would respond as
outlined b&Low. However, I have recently
been ill and\eonsequently have not had the
opportunity of responding to your letter un-
til today.

v

Before responding in substance, I must
refer to the reconi of the hearings at which
time your point Vas also raised, and at
which time I pointed out that over fifty
members of CongressUmve supported legis-
lation to impose the paSk elsewhere. I think
you must agree that tise predominance of
support for a Redwood National Park is not
on the locus of the Administration's pro-
posal. As was pointed out >n the hearings,
the park proposal has beenNpending for a
number of years and the predominant sup-
port for a park is not in the area affecting
the Miller land.

We therefore respectfully request that you
advise as to whether or not similar letters
were sent to other companies thatk are in-

. volved in cutting adjacent to the otr^er and
more heavily supported park propose

I would also like to call your attention

—

and again not as a response in kind to your
subject letter—to an article in the New
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“Since 12^2, acquittals and dismissals for

the serious crimes, as a group, have risen
14 per cent.

The offense which had the highest per-
centage of acquittals and dismissals was
forcible rape with 43 percent.
According to the FBI Uniform Crime

Reports, 53 of America's finest law
enforcement officers were killed last
year by the brutal assaults of criminal
desperados. During the 6-year period,
1960-65, a total of 278 officers were
killed by criminal actions. Records
showed that, of those arrested for mur-
dering these policemen, 76 percent had
been arrested on some criminal charge
prior to the time they killed the police-
men, and, very significantly, over one-
half of the group had been previously ar-
rested for assaultive-type crimes such as
rape, robbery, assault with a deadly
weapons, and so forth. In fact, nine had
been charged on some prior occasion with
an offense of murder, seven of whom had
been paroled on the murder charge.
Sixty-eight percent of the persons re-
sponsible for the murders of the police-
men had prior convictions on criminal
charges, and more than two-thirds of the
group had received leniency in the form
of probation or parole on at least one of
these convictions. More than one of
every four of the murderers was on
parole or probation when he killed a po-
lice officer.

The number of serious crimes is ah
affront to a nation which prides itself on
being civilized. Murder and assault are
throwbacks to the jungle, where man
lived on the skill of his knife and spear.
Surely, one of the characteristics of an
intelligent and rational society is the op-
portunity of citizens to live in safety

—

whether in their homes, or on the streets
or at their daily work.
Just who are the hard-core criminals

today? Do we have any 'information
about them?

THE HARD-CORE CRIMINAL
The FBI has undertaken a most

revealing study of selected hard-core
criminals. These studies indicate that
our total criminal population is much
smaller than total annual crime would
suggest. The explanation is that our rate
of criminal recidivism is high . For
example, the FBI studied the criminal
histories of selected murderers, bank rob-
bers, and fugitive felons. Of the 900 per-
sons arrested for murder at some stage
in their careers, it was disclosed that they
had an average of more than 6 arrests
over a 9-year span. Twelve percent of
these offenders had more than one
murder charge on their record.
What did the FBI study show about

bank robbers—always a dangerous breed
of desperados? For bank robbers ar-
rested and charged in 1963 and 1964 their
average age was 31 and their aver-
age criminal career was over 10 years.
During this time, they had aver-
aged five arrests, almost one-half of
them for serious crimes. More than
three-quarters of these bank robbers had
been arrested for other crimes prior to
their arrest and charge for bank robbery.
Only a small number of bank robbers

—

No. 131 13

3 percent—had repeated this crime
after first being arrested for bank rob-
bery. Why this small rate of recidivism?
The answer probably lies, according to
Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, in the high convic-
tion rate and prison terms given by the
courts.
These facts indicate that the high vol-

ume of offenses in this country are being
committed by a relatively small criminal
population. The intensity of this crim-
inal activity is highest in the younger age
groups.
What does this mean? Simply this

—

more preventative action is needed in
the early years to prevent these young-
sters from being hard-core criminals.
Moreover, we must look frankly at some
of the abuses of judicial leniency.

PAROLE AND PROBATION
Although parole and probation are

vitally necessary to the American judicial
system, they are, unfortunately, fre-
quently abused. The 1964 annual report
of the U.S. Board of Parole pointed
out that the maximum sentence im-
posed by the Federal courts during
1964 was 50.4 months, while the
average stay in prison of all Federal
prisoners was only 17.5 months. This
clearly shows that Federal prisoners are
serving much less than half of their in-
tended sentences.
Has parole or probation or other forms

of leniency such as the suspended sen-
tence or the conditional release tended
to rehabilitate criminals, lessen the crime
rate, or stop recidivism? An FBI study
of some 92,000 criminal offenders in
1963-64 showed that 76 percent were re-
peaters—that is, they had a prior arrest
on some charge. Leniency in the form
of probation, suspended sentence, parole,
or conditional release had been afforded
to 51 percent of the offenders. After the
first leniency, this group averaged more
than three new arrests. Murders, rapes,
and aggravated assaults committed by
those on probation all attest to the fact
that there is indeed a severe lack of in-
sight surrounding these cases.
Headlines of every major newspaper in

the country reflect the daily onslaught
on the American citizenry by deranged
individuals who have received unde-
served Judicial leniency. In 1964, one of
these sadists, a man who had pleaded
guilty to two vicious murders in 1956 and
was subsequently convicted and sen-
tenced to life imprisonment, was set free
to roam the streets again. This Indi-
vidual possessed nothing less than a 47-
year-old criminal record. Yet, only 8
years was the penalty for his act. Less
than a year later, this man was before
the bar of justice again, this time for
his alleged participation in a dual
murder.
Another recent, tragic example of un-

deserved leniency involved a midwestem
Individual who had served 8 years in
prison for the brutal slaying of two west-
ern police officers. The two policemen
were cut down in the line of duty while
attempting to arrest their slayer. The
man was sentenced to life imprisonment
and 25 years, the sentences to run con-
currently. However, after only 8 years

had transpired, the prison opened its
doors feeling that society’s debt had been
paid.

I am not a man without compassion of
forgiveness, but It outrages my sense
of righteousness to think of this man
walking free in society—a man who had
cut short the lives of two officers of the
law.
This is not an isolated case. Cases

such as the ones I have described con-
stantly arise. Undeserved parole and
probation are open invitations to crimi-
nals, whether they be smalltime hoods,
or bigtime operators, to continue their
assaults against society.

Therefore, it is mandatory that a
scrupulous eye be affixed to judicial
leniency. Common sense dictates that
our society must be protected from people
who, convicted of violent crimes, will do
everything within their power to con-
tinue their nefarious way.

SEX CRIMES

Outside of murder itself, perhaps the
most reprehensible crime perpetrated is
that of rape. Last year, there were
22,470 forcible rapes or assaults in the
United States. Above and beyond this
figure many of these crimes are never
reported to the police, primarily because
of fear or embarrassment on the part of
the victims.
For the period 1960-65, forcible rapes

have increased 36 percent. These statis-
tics can be more easily understood when
we realize that in 1965, 61 such offenses
occurred each day of the year—a rape
every 23 minutes.
The rapist, the child molester and the

“peeping tom” are basically depraved
individuals. Unfortunately, sex crimes
are the ones particularly susceptible to
recidivism, that is, people with records
of such offenses tend to commit them
over and over again. Often, however,
these people are placed on probation,
especially if it Is -a first offense or they
are sent to hospitals for “rehabilitation.”
Sadly enough, in many cases, this period
of “rehabilitation” only consists of a
short time after which the individual is
released. A few days or weeks later he
is again arrested for the same crime.

LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING

American law enforcement today
stands on the front line against the
criminal. In 1965, according to the FBI
Uniform Crime Reports, the ratio of
police to population in 3,613 cities with a
population of 109 million represented
some 1.7 officers per 1,000 population.
Actually, this manpower is inadequate to
perform the mounting task facing law
enforcement. Today, especially in large
cities, an ever greater demand is being
made for placing officers on patrol duty.
Often, for the sake of safety, they must
go in pairs. But, as can be seen, patrol
duty is an enormous drain on manpower.
Too often, the chief of police does not
have the men to do what he knows
should be done.

In the suburbs, with a population of
40 million, which are today registering
the largest increases in crime, the police
employee ratio drops to 1.2 per thousand
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population. Actually, the average ratio
of police to population has remained
pretty much unchanged since 1958, de-
spite an increase in the volume of crime,
an increase in motor vehicle registra-
tions, and a constantly rising demand for
other police services.
What are the factors back of the ap-

palling increase in the volume of crime
here in America? There are, obviously,
many factors such as population growth,
a high rate of mobility, and so forth.
However, there are two factors to which
I especially wish to address my comments
at this time. One of these concerns civil

disobedience and demonstrations, and
the other concerns recent court decisions
which make more difficult the arrest,
prosecution, and conviction of crim-
inals.

CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE AND DEMONSTRATIONS

Over the past three or four years our
society has been subjected to a virtual
wave of demonstrations. America has
been affiicted by an epidemic of acts of
so-called civil disobedience. Laws,
whether in the form of municipal ordin-
ances or in the form of State statutes,
have been willfully and intentionally dis-
obeyed by individuals and by groups.
Private property has been subjected to
deliberate trespass, and mobs have taken
to the streets, interfering with commerce,
creating disorder, and breaching the
peace.
Wherever the so-called nonviolent

movement has gone, violence has all too
often accompanied it. In many in-
stances it could have been, and was, an-
ticipated that the highly publicized
“nonviolent’' demonstration or march
would likely provoke violence, and it

was probably hoped by some that it

would do so. Violence was, in some in-
stances, apparently the catalyst so nec-
essary for success.

Aided and encouraged by vote-seeking
politicians, by some segments of the big
city press, by various church groups, and
by sincere do-gooders, those who ad-
vocated, paritcipated in, and led demon-
strations went on to advocate, partici-
pate in, and lead greater and larger
demonstrations. From demonstration to
demonstration, march to march, head-
line to headline—so it went. To lie down
in the streets and be carted off to jail

was heralded by some as an act of Chris-
tian witnessing, and a record of arrest
for acts of so-called civil disobedience
was considered a badge of honor for the
person with such a record. To march in
front of television cameras, arm in arm
with demonstrators, became the craze of
the times.

Civil disobedience was sometimes ad-
vocated from some of the pulpits
throughout the land and was encour-
aged, upon occasion, by public officials

whose voices joined in the refrain “we
shall overcome.” Sit-ins, wade-ins, and
walk-ins became the order of the day.
Demonstrators chained themselves one
to another, to form human walls in front
of business establishments. Children in
schools were exhorted to absent them-
selves and participate in marches and
demonstrations in violation of the law.
Court orders were flouted by demon-
stration leaders. Frequently, the mobs

were so large that the police were help-
less to make arrests, and wrongdoers
went on their merry way unchallenged.
Not uncommonly, mobs converged upon
jails to demand that those persons ar-
rested for violating the laws be released
to violate the laws again.

Literally hundreds of agitators, trou-
blemakers, publicity seekers, as well as
good and noble men and women cru-
sading for what they believed to be a
just cause, converged from all points of
the compass upon troubled communities
traveling by bus, by train, by airplane,
and on foot to participate in this march
or that march and then to depart as
hurriedly as they had arrived. That
they left behind them aroused passions,
renewed hatreds, and exacerbated fric-
tions was of little consequence. The
march,' after all, had gone forward to
reach its goal, and had, therefore, been
a success. Men and women sought to
build or embellish reputations by par-
ticipating in the marches or by getting
themselves arrested, thus hoping to gain
a little local, or even national, notoriety.
These acts of so-called civil disobe-

dience were proclaimed time and time
again by important public personages to
be in the finest of American tradition,
and it became rather commonplace to
hear glowing references made to the
Boston Tea Party as an act of civil dis-
obedience on the part of our forebears
and come to be equated with acts of civil

disobedience lately being witnessed.
Human rights were loudly proclaimed to
be superior to property rights—among
the oldest and most basic of natural and
human rights—and demonstrators ar-
rested and convicted for trespassing on
private property were exculpated by the
U.S. Supreme Court and their convic-
tions voided.

It was said to be good Christian doc-
trine to disregard manmade laws which
conflicted with one's own conscience. If

one felt a particular law to be wrong,
then he was to consider himself free, by a
higher moral law, to disobey such a man-
made law or ordinance. In other words,
each individual was to become the self-
determiner of those laws which he would
obey and those laws which he would r.ot

obey. This was a curious and strange
doctrine, indeed, in a government reputed
to be a government of laws and not a
government of men.
In the face of such a situation as I

have described, is it any wonder that we
have observed a growing disrespect for
law and order? Should it come as a
surprise that young people, seeing their
parents and activist members of the
clergy engaging in demonstrations and
acts of civil disobedience, would come to
believe laws are made to be broken
rather than kept? Is it any wonder that
young people came to look upon an arrest
record as a matter of little or no con-
cern? And, if it was excusable—or even
popular—to disobey a municipal ordi-
nance or to become involved in a minor
infraction pf the law, need one draw the
line, and, if so, where?

If one law could be flouted with im-
punity. why could other laws not be sim-
ilarly disregarded? If one could cava-
lierly disobey a municipal ordinance, why
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not disobey a State statute? Ifrone couH
commit a misdemeanor and go unpun-
ished, why not a felony? If it was the
accepted norm for one’s parent to break
the law and heap abuses upon policemen,
why was it not equally acceptable for
the student to be disrespectful toward his
teacher? In such an atmosphere of per-
missiveness, civil disobedience, and dis-
respect for civil law, the seeds of crime
took deeper root, and the Nation is now
reaping the harvest.

HANDCUFFS ON LAW ENFORCEMENT

During recent years many court deci-
sions have been rendered in the general
field of civil liberties which affect the
day-to-day work of law enforcement.
From a society in which some constitu-
tional rights were often ignored or over-
looked, we have now become a society in
which no constitutional right of any per-
son is too unimportant for the coufts
and public opinion to scrutinize.
As a result, a number of court deci-

sions have strengthened the rights of the
individual and restricted the power of
the police. No American, in any way,
wants to see any abrogation of civil lib-
erties or abuse of constitutional privi-
leges. Yet, there is conclusive evidence
that some judges, in their decisions, are
today unnecessarily fettering law en-
forcement; that is, putting unrealistic
handcuffs on the police.

Take, for example, a Chicago judge’s
decision in March 1965, which acquitted
twq defendants in a case in which two
plainclothes police officers were attacked
in a street assault. One of the officers
was so severely gashed, he spent 23 days
in the hospital, where 28 stitches were re-
quired to close his wound. One of the
assailants had a broken beer bottle and
the officers, after identifying themselves,
drew their pistols and ordered the man to
drop the bottle, which he refused to do.
In releasing the two men, the judge

said:
The right to resist unlawful arrest is a

phase of self-defense. What is a citizen, to
do when he is approached by two officers

with a gun?

Seldom has a more unrealistic judicial
decision been rendered. Here was a case
of a defendant who had used a broken
beer bottle to attack officers who had
properly identified themselves and who
had drawn their weapons in justifiable
circumstances. Yet, the arresting officers
were criticized.

Never must we forget, Mr. President,
that the citizens of the community also
have rights. Where the balance is

weighted to heavily in favor of the crim-
inal, giving him every break and putting
cuffs unnecessarily on the police, the
cause of good society is not promoted.
On June 13, the U.S. Supreme Court

hung yet another anchor around the
necks of this Nation’s police officers.

The 61-page decision, written by Chief
Justice Warren and the concurrence of
Justices Black, Douglas, and Brennan,
came as no particular surprise. It is in
keeping with the trend of decisions which
these men have handed down for years

—

decisions which hamper effective law en-
forcement, elevate individual rights out
of perspective and regulate the overall
rights of society to a secondary position.
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- But there are many who were surprised
to see Jdstice Fortas joining these four
to form a majority and thus enable the
Supreme Court to once again impede
law enforcement- It was, after all, only
last year that Justice Fortas testifying
before the Judiciary Committee of this
body which was considering confirma-
tion of his appointment to the Supreme
Court, declared that he believed the
"adequate opportunity” for police inter-
rogation of persons accused or suspected
of a crime is absolutely essential to law
enforcement.
In the words of an editorial from the

June 15, 1966, issue of the Washington
Evening Star, under the decision which
Justice Fortas helped to make effective,

“opportunity for police interrogation be-
comes, not adequate, but virtually im-
possible. Law enforcement, and espe-
cially the public, will suffer accordingly,”
the newspaper declared.
This landmark decision—and indeed

it must be so characterized since it in-
troduces an entirely new concept into
police operations—interposes for the
first time the full impact of the fifth

amendment protection against self-in-

crimination on the police-suspect rela-

tionship.
The Court said:
We hold “that when an individual is taken

into custody or otherwise deprived of his
freedom hy the authorities and Is subjected
to questioning, the privilege against self-

incrimlnatlon is Jeopardized. Procedural
safeguards must he employd to protect the
privilege. . . .

Here are the safeguards demanded by
the five-men—the rules which they have
imposed on all the police officers of this

land;
He (the suspect) must he warned prior to

any questioning that he has the right to re-
main silent, that anything he says can he
used against him in a court of law, that he
has the right to the presence of an attorney,
and that if he cannot afford an attorney one
wiU he appointed for him prior to any ques-
tioning if he so desires. Opportunity to ex-
ercise these rights must he afforded to him
throughout the interrogation. After such
warnings have been given, and such oppor-
tunity afforded him, the individual may
knowingly and intelligently waive these
rights and agree to answer questions or make
a statement. But unless and until such
warnings and waiver are demonstrated by the
prosecution at trial, no evidence obtained as
a result of interrogation can be used against
him.

The Honorable J. Edward Lumbard,

chief judge of the Second Circuit Court
of Appeals, in September 1963, wrote in
the American Bar Association Journal
that there have been two distinct trends
in the criminal law during the last 40
years—“to strengthen the rights of the
individual and to, restrict the powers of
the police.”
In April 1964, Jenkin Lloyd Jones,

noted editor and newspaper columnist,
summed up the feelings of many in a
column he called "Weeping for the Inno-
cent” with these words:

It is time that decent Americans begin to
yell bloody murder. The robbers have been
chasing the cops long enough. Let's turn the
race around. Let’s recognize that honest
people have some rights, too, and that among
these rights is the protection afforded by
making it dangerous to rob, loot, maim or
murder them.

Well, a lot of decent Americans have
been yelling bloody murder, but their
shouts have gone unheeded by a Supreme
Court which seems to hear only the senti-
mental and illogical gush of the small
minority intent on elevating the rights

of the. individual above the rights of so-
ciety. So, the scales Qf justice, which
should be maintained at a delicate bal-
ance, have gradually but steadily been
tipped in favor of the lawless.

Chief Justice Warren went to great
lengths in his 61-page decision to belittle

the impact which his "safeguards” will

have on law enforcement. Blandly he
asserted:

The limits we have placed on the interro-
gation process should not constitute an un-
due interference with a proper system of law
enforcement . . . our decision does not in
any way preclude police from carrying out
their traditional Investigatory functions.

Yet, Mr. President, police interrogation
of suspects long has been a traditional

inyestigatory function, and the Court-
imposed "safeguards” certainly will pre-
clude police from carrying it out.

The Chief Justice cited the "exemplary
record of effective law enforcement” on
the part of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation which through the years has ad-
vised suspects:
At the outset of an interview, that he is

not required to make a statement, that any
statement may be used against him in court,

that the Individual may obtain the services

of an attorney of his own choice and, more
recently, that he has a right to free counsel
if he is unable to pay.

He devoted four pages in his decision
to outlining the FBI's procedures.
But is there justification for the Chief

Justice's assertion that “the practice of
the FBI can readily be emulated by State
and local enforcement agencies”? He
dismissed the argument that the FBI
deals with different crimes from those
dealt with by State authorities as not
mitigating the significance of the FBI
experience.

Justice John Harlan, in his dissent,

rightly noted:
In spite of the Court's obiter dictum . . .

there is some basis for believing that the
staple of FBI criminal work differs impor-
tantly from much crime within the ken of
local police.

Then in a classic understatement. Jus-
tice Harlan declared:
The skill and resources of the FBI may also

be unusual.

Justice Harlan also pointed out that
FBI agents in the past have not been en-
cumbered by the now-required affirma-
tive “waiver” before they could ask ques-
tions, nor were they previously prevented
from attempting to prevail upon a sus-
pect, who has said he did not want to
talk, to change his mind.
To date, I have noted no comment by

FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover concern-
ing the most recent Supreme Court deci-
sion which further complicates the work
of the profession to which he has dedi-
cated his life. But one can gain some
insight into his feelings from the follow-
ing passage from a statement he made
in 1960:

We are faced today with one of the most
disturbing trends that I have witnessed in
my years of law enforcement—an over-

zealous pity for the criminal and an equiv-
alent disregard for his victim.

The Chief Justice also devoted con-
siderable space to an attempt to show
that the British have not suffered from
similar safeguards in effect since 1912.
Justice Harlan pointed out several sig-
nificant differences in our newly formed
rule of police interrogation and the Brit-
ish judges' rules.
That many British subjects are less

than satisfied with their form of crimi-
nal justice also is quite evident. An
article published in March 1965, in the
American Bar Association Journal by
Lord Hartley Shawcross, noted British
lawyer, is a good example. He wrote
that crime in'Britain pays because “more
and more people get away with it.” He
declared

:

We cling to a sentimental and sporting at-
titude in dealing with the criminal. We put
illusory fears about the impairment of lib-
erty before the promotion of Justice. How
are our liberties protected by making crimi-
nals and suspects a privileged class? The
activities of the criminals are a far more seri-
ous invasion of our privacy and our liberties
than those of the police.

This eminent British lawyer, with
years of experience under the judges'
rules, has learned his lesson the hard
way. He has seen the folly of subordi-
nating the rights of society to the rights
of the individual in criminal matters.
Thanks to our Chief Justice and his
four associates, we must now experience
this same folly.

The Chief Justice and his four con-
curring Associate Justices were not sat-
isfied on June 13 with merely imposing
new and severe restrictions on law en-
forcement. They also took the occasion
to malign law enforcement through di-
rect accusation and innuendo in a seem-
ingly gratuitous manner. The Chief
Justice quoted numerous excerpts from
what he referred to as police manuals
and texts to show the sinister trickery
police are instructed to use in an effort
to induce a confession.
But, as Justice Tom Clark pointed out

in his dissent, not one of the so-called
police manuals “is shown by the record
here to be the official manual of any po-
lice department, much less in universal
use in crime detection.” The manuals
quoted, said Justice Clark, are “merely
writings in this field by professors and
some police officers.” Justice Clark also
declared

:

The police agencies—all the way from mu-
nicipal and state forces to the federal bu-
reaus—are responsible for law enforcement
and public safety in this country. I am
proud of their efforts, which in my view are
not fairly characterized by the Court’s
opinion.

To which I say, “Amen.”
One of the greatest achievements of

American law enforcement has been in
preserving, nurturing, and strengthen-
ing the proper relationship of the indi-
vidual to the state.
This Nation emerged on the basic prin-

ciple that the individual must be pro-
tected from the tyranny of the state.

Law enforcement has assumed a front-
line role in fighting to preserve and
strengthen the integrity of free govern-
ment, the dignity of man, the supremacy
of law over force—the basic freedoms we
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hold priceless. The continuing- chal-
lenge is to define and preserve the
proper balance between the rights of the
individual and those of society.
This challenge was being met in true

democratic fashion. Justice Harlan
pointed out in his dissent that there now
is a massive reexamination of criminal
law enforcement procedures on a scale

never before witnessed. Involved in this

vital project is a special committee of the
American Bar Association, a study group
of the American Law Institute, the Pres-
ident's Commission on Law Enforcement
and Administration of Justice, and sev-
eral other groups equipped to do prac-
tical research. Some of the best minds
in all fields affected by and relating to

law enforcement are involved in this

undertaking.
As Justice Harlan asserted, great con-

cern has been expressed that the long-
range and lasting reforms being formu-
lated by these careful studies may be
frustrated by the Court's too rapid de-
parture from existing constitutional
standards. Justice Harlan‘continued

:

Despite the Court's disclaimer, the prac-
tical effect of the decision * * * must inevi-
tably be to handicap seriously sound efforts

at reform, not least by removing options
necessary to a just compromise of competing
interests. Of course, legislative reform is

rarely speedy or unanimous, though this

Court has been more patient in the past.
But the legislative reforms when they came
would have the vast advantage of empirical
data and comprehensive study, they would
allow experimentation and use of solutions
not open to the courts, and they would re-
store the initiative in criminal law reform
to those forums where it truly belongs.

Let me underscore the last part of
Justice Harlan's comment—the restora-
tion of the initiative in criminal law re-
form to those forums where it truly be-
longs. One wonders if the Chief Justice
and his associates have not become in-
toxicated by their recent forays into the
field of legislation. Could it be that they
viewed the various studies as a threat to
their newly asserted power to legislate
criminal law rather than rule upon it?

The Chief Justice and his four con-
curring Associate Justices "encourage
Congress and the States to continue their
laudable search for increasingly effec-
tive ways of protecting the rights of the
individual while promoting efficient en-
forcement of our criminal laws.” But
they warn at the same time that any
congressional or State action must go at
least as far as the rules promulgated by
the Court.

Justice Byron White in his dissent
declared:
The most basic function of any govern-

ment is to provide for the security of the
individual and of his property. Theso ends
of society are served by the criminal laws
which for the most part are aimed at the
prevention of crime. Without the reasonably
effective performance of the task of prevent-
ing private violence and retaliation, it is idle
to talk about human dignity and civilized
values.

My research indicates that the ma-
jority of Americans feel the Court has
interpreted the Constitution as a char-
ter of freedom for those who have chosen
to ignore the Constitution and all our
laws, who have chosen to defy law and

order with their every deed, who have
chosen to demand and expect every right
for themselves while denying any rights
to others.

Insuring maximum safety for the in-
nocent sometimes works to provide pro-
tection for the criminal. Perhaps that
is an unavoidable side effect, but our
system of justice should exist not just
to exonerate the wrongly accused but
also to convict and punish the guilty.

Clearing the innocent and convicting
the guilty both are important methods
for providing protection to the many
millions of members of society who think
the criminal i§ a greater threat to their
well-being than is the police officer.

Many of our forefathers came from
countries where this was not necessarily
true. The State and its police were a
greater threat to them and their prop-
erty than the few criminals around.
For this reason our Founding Fathers
insisted on certain protections against
police invasion of privacy and violation
of rights. Thank God for them. But
let us not interpret them out of all pro-
portion—let us not so impede the work
of our law enforcement agencies that
they cannot provide the protection we
want and need.
Always we hear the cry raised by the

proponents of individual rights that we
are in danger of a police state. But
when the Constitution and Bill of Rights
were enacted in the 18th century and
interpreted with a much narrower view,
we did not have a police state. We did
not have a police state 100 years ago,
10 years ago, nor even the day before
the Supreme Court made its landmark
decision. Nor were we in danger of hav-
ing one.

This Nation is in the midst of a war
on crime—a war which must be won if

we are to remain a free people with any
rights either for society or the individual.
The gravity of the situation can be seen
in the fact that crime over the years
since 1958 has increased six times faster
than our national population growth.
We need all our resources in the fight

against crime. We need especially the
full services of our law enforcement
agencies. These we cannot have now
because five men on the Supreme Court
have chosen to once again place a hin-
drance, a needless hindrance. In the path
of law enforcement.
No thinking person can contest that

the "safeguards” will impede effective
law enforcement.

Listen to the words of Justice White's
strong dissent:
The rule . . . will measurably weaken the

ability of the criminal law. ... It is a delib-
erate calculus to prevent interrogations, to
reduce the incidence of confessions and pleas
of guilty and to increase the number of
trials. . . . There is, in my view, every reason
to believe that a good many criminal de-
fendants, who otherwise would have been
convicted on what this Court has previously
thought to be the most satisfactory kind of
evidence, will now, under this new version of
the Fifth Amendment, either not be tried at
alkor acquitted if the State’s evidence, minus
the confession, is put to the test of litigation.
I have no desire whatsoever to share the re-
sponsibility for any such impact on the
present criminal process.
In some unknown number of cases the

Court’s rule will return a killer, a rapist o?
other criminal to the streets and Vo the en-
vironment which produced him, to repeat his
crime whenever it pleases him. As a conse-
quence, there will not be a gain, but a loss,

in human dignity. The real concern is not
the unfortunate consequences of this new
decision on the criminal law as an abstract,
disembodied series of authoritative proscrip-
tions, but the impact on those who rely on
the public authority for protection and who
without it can only engage In violent self-

help with guns, knives and the help of their

neighbors similarly inolined.

And then Justice White made what is

perhaps the most pathetic statement
contained in the entire 61 pages of the
Court's decision and the 49 pages of dis-

sent. He said:
There is, of course, a saving factor: the

next victims are uncertain, unnamed and
unrepresented in this case.

Was this not another way of saying
that the Court once again was playing
Russian roulette with countless Ameri-
cans who think they have a right to pro-
tection from all types of criminals?
One of the cases decided by the Su-

preme Court in handing down its 5-to-4

decision gives good insight into what im-
pact the new "safeguards” may have on
the war against crime. I refer to the
case of Ernesto A Miranda against
State of Arizona.
Miranda was arrested 10 days after an

18-year-old girl was kidnaped and forci-
bly raped near Phoenix, Ariz. Taken
to the police station, he was picked
out of a lineup by the victim. He then
was taken into another room and ques-
tioned by two officers. At first he denied
his guilt, but after a short time he con-
fessed and provided both a detailed oral
and written statement, all of which was
completed in less than 2 hours. There
was no contention that any force,
threats, or promises had been used. The
statement he signed contained the word-
ing that the confession was voluntary
and made "with full knowledge of my
legal rights, understanding any state-
ment I make may be used against me.”

The Chief Justice and his four con-
curring Associate Justices reversed the
conviction since Miranda had not been
advised of his right to consult with an
attorney and since his right not to be
compelled to incriminate himself was not
effectively protected.
Concerning the decision. Justice Har-

lan had this to say in dissent:
One is entitled to feel astonished that the

Constitution can be read to produce this re-
sult. These confessions were obtained dur-
ing brief daytime questioning conducted by
two offloers and unmarked by any of the
traditional indicia of coercion. They assured
a conviction for a brutal and unsettling
crime, for which the police had and quite
possibly could obtain little evidence other
than the victim’s Identification, evidence
which is frequently unreliable. There was. In
sum, a legitimate purpose, no perceptible un-
fairness, and certainly little risk of injustice
In the Interrogation. Yet the resulting con-
fessions, and the responsible course of police
practice they represent, are to be sacrificed
to the Court’s own finespun conception of
fairness which I seriously doubt Is shared by
many thinking citizens in this country.

There is another fact which we must
now recognize and soon face as a result
of the five men's new safeguards. The
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safeguard^ are certain to necessitate

much greater expenditures of tax moneys
at the Federal, State, and local levels

in the fight against crime.
First of all there must be funds to pay

the “stationhouse lawyers** requested by
suspects—criminals who failed to steal

enough to be able to afford their own at-

torney or who squandered what they
took before they were arrested. But
then this cost can hardly be charged to

the war against crime, for these lawyers
will not be at the police station to assist

in the search for truth—they will be
there to help the suspect beat the rap.

As Justice White pointed out in his dis-

sent:
The Court all but admonishes the lawyer

to advise the accused to remain silent. . . .

It would almost seem that the Chief
Justice and his four concurring Associ-

ate Justices feel that a suspect is not
capable of exercising his personal right

against self-incrimination—he must
have an attorney to do it for him. Jus-
tice White commented on this point:
Instead of confining itself to protection of

the right against compelled self-incrimina-
tion the Court has created a limited Fifth
Amendment right to counsel—or, as the
Court expresses It, a "right to counsel to pro-
tect the Fifth Amendment privilege. . .

Hue focus then Is not on the will of the
accused but on the will of counsel and how
much influence he can have oh the accused.
Obviously, there is no. warrant in the Fifth
Amendment for this installing counsel as
the arbiter of the privilege.

Another obvious expense which will

result from the safeguards will stem
from the need for more and better law
enforcement officers. To get them is

going to require better pay than is now
being provided our police in many areas.

And they are going to have to be pro-
vided better and more extensive training
to enable them to cope with all the red-
tape imposed on them by the Chief Jus-
tice and his four concurring Associate
Justices.
On June 16, 1 sent a telegram to Police

Chief John B. Layton, Washington
Metropolitan Police Department, asking
him to comment on the effect which the
U.S. Supreme Court ruling would have
on law enforcement in the District of

Columbia. He answered as follows:

Tbe effect of tbis ruling, as I see it, will

be to further reduce the opportunity for

obtaining an admissible confession or ad-
mission after an arrest of a defendant has
been effected or his freedom of movement
curtailed by the police. This decision moves
the protection against self-incrimination of
an individual black to an earlier time than
we have previously Tinderstood it. That is

the privilege against self-incrimination and
right to counsel is invoked not Just at the
trial stage, but as soon as the defendant is

taken in custody, that is at the earliest stage
of custody procedures.

It would appear, therefore, that the only
statements or admissions that would be ad-
missible under this opinion would be those
made outside of a custody situation or those
where It can be clearly shown that the de-
fendant made, not only, a voluntary but a
"knowing” and "intelligent” waiver of his
right to counsel.

In the same telegram, I asked Chief
Layton if the ruling would make more
difficult the work of the Police Depart-
ment and, if so, why. He answered
thusly:
In my Judgment, the enforcement efforts

of the Police Department will be made con-
siderably more difficult. Many criminal acts
are perpetrated in a manner calculated by
the offender to prevent later Identification.
Without fairly conclusive evidence, identify-
ing a particular offender with an offense, the
questioning process, using whatever evidence
had been developed to substantiate the prob-
able cause requirement for arrest, has been
an important procedure in developing addi-
tional evidence in the nature of admissions
or confessions or statements, Intended to be
exculpatory which through investigation,
might be broken down and ultimately sub-
stantiate the defendant's guilt.

Of necessity, more reliance will have to be
placed on other individuals who may be wit-
nesses to some aspects of an offense and it

is remembered in this connection that many
citizens already are reluctant to become In-
volved as witnesses in Court cases. It is

generally recognized that an. Attorney’s ad-
vice to a criminal defendant, originally, will
be not to talk to the police. A defendant
who would make admissions of a criminal
offense In the face of such a warning, would
be under strong personal compulsion to speak
out. It would also seem natural that the
criminal element In our society would be-
come even more arrogant in any contact they
will have with the police.

In answer to my question as to whether
the ruling would “just about eliminate
the use of confessions,*’ Chief Layton
answered by saying

;

The answer is yes. There would be very
little opportunity, as I see it, to obtain a

confession which would be ruled admissible
under -this Supreme Court opinion, especially
if given after arrest.

I asked Chief Layton whether or not,
as a result of the ruling, he foresaw an
accelerated increase in crime in the
Nation’s Capital, to which question he
responded in the following manner:

1 would not predict an accelerated Increase,
but I would not be surprised to observe some
increase in crime. Those defendants charged
with crime and particularly the recidivist
will be aware that he is afforded advice of
counsel at an earlier stage than has been
true prior to this opinion. And the scales
are now balanced somewhat more in his
favor.

While there are many factors causing crime,
I can't help^but note that the crime rate
has been continuing an upward trend during
a period where the exclusionary rules have
been given more effect in the trial of criminal
cases.

Mr. President, it certainly is regrettable
that the Supreme Court, through a bare
majority of its members, has become
obsessed with this overemphasis of in-
dividual rights as against the rights of
society. Our Nation and countless of
its innocent citizens will undoubtedly
suffer as a result, and, fearfully, the
situation as to crime, in this country, will
continue to grow worse. I hope that our
Nation’s highest tribunal will eventually
experience a change of direction in deal-
ing with criminals, and that public-
spirited citizens everywhere will rally to
the support of police departments
throughout the land and speak out, at
every opportunity, in behalf of obedience
to law.

To quote a former Justice of the U.S.
Supreme Court:
Lawlessness, if not checked, is the pre-

cursor of anarchy. (Frankfurter)

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in
the Record a paper prepared by the Li-
brary of Congress which shows the pe-
riod of service, in terms of prior judicial
experience, of the U.S. Supreme Court
Justices from 1789 through 1966.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Brewster in the chair). Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

There being no objection, the tabula-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
Record, as follows:

U.S. Supreme Court Justices, 1789-1966—Period of service and prior judicial experience

Chief justice Date of
commission

Commence- Service
mcnt of service terminated

Appointed by— Prior Judicial expcrionco

John Jay
John Rutledgo

Oliver Ellsworth

John Marshall
Roger Brooke Taney
Salmon Portland Chase.
Morrison Remick Walto
Melville Weston Fuller.
Edward Douglass White

William Howard Taft._

Charles Evans Hughes..
Harlan Fisko Stono
Frederick Mooro Vinson
Earl Warren
John Rutledgo
William Cushing

James Wilson

Sept. 26, 1789
July

Mar.

1, 1796

4,1790

Fob. 2, 1700
Aug. 12,1705

Mar. 8, 1796

June 29, 1795
Deo. 15,1876

Dec. 15,1800

Washington

do I

Jan. 31,1801
Mar. 15,1836
Dec. 0, 1864
Jan. 21,1874
July 20,1888
Dec. 19,1010

Feb. 4,1801
Mar. 28,1836
Dec. 15,1804
Mar. 4,1874
Oct. 8, 1888
Dec. 12,1010

July 6, 1835
Oct. 12,1804
May 7,1873
Mar. 23, 1888
July 4, 1910
May 10,1021

John Adams.
Jackson
Lincoln
Grant
Cleveland
.Taft

June 30,1921 July 11,1921 Fob. 3, 1030 Hording.

Feb. 13,1030
July 3, 1041
Juno 21, 1046
Oct. 2, 1953
Sopt. 20, 1789
Sept. 27, 1789

Fob. 24,1030
July 3, 1041
June 24,1946
Oct. 5, 1053

.Fob. 15,1790
Fob. 2,1700

Juno 30,1941
Apr. 22,1946
Sopt. 8,1963

Mar. 5, 1791
Sept. 13, 1810

Hoover
F. Roosevelt
-Truman
Eisenhower-
Washington.

Sopt. 29, 1789 Oct, 5, 1789 Aug. 21,1798 I do I

Chief justice of Now York (Colonial), 1776-79.*

Chancery Court of South Carolina, 1784-80; Supreme Court of South
Carolina, 1791-94; Associate Justice of U.S. Supromc Court, 1789-91.

Supremo Court of Errors of Connecticut (Colonial); Superior Court
of Connecticut (Colonial), 1781-85.

Nono.2
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Associate Justico of Suprome Court of Louisiana, 1878-80; Associate
Justico of U.S. Supremo Court, 1984-1010.

Judgo of Superior Court, Cincinnati, 1887-92; U.S. Court of Appeals,
6th Circuit, 1892-1900.

Associate Justico of U.S. Supremo Court, 1010-10.
Associate Justico of U.S. Suprome Court, 1925-41.
U.S. Court ofAppeals for District ol Columbia, 1939-43.
Nono.
Chancery Court of South Carolina (Colonial), 1784-89.
Superior Court of Massachusetts (Colonial), 1772-74; Massachusetts

General Court, 1774-75; Massachusetts Supromo Court, 1775-89.
None.

Footnotes at end. of table.
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U.S. Supreme Court Justices, 1 789-1966—Period of service and prior judicial experience—Continued -

Chief Justice Dato of
commission

Commence-
ment of sorvico

Service
terminated

Appointed by—

Fob, 2,1790 Jan. 27,1700 Washington.

May 13,1790
Aug. 0,1792

do do
Feb. 1,1793

Mar. 11,1793 Sopt. 9,1806 do
Fob. 4, 1790 Juno 19,1811 do

Fob. 4, 1709 Nov. 26, 1829 do
Aug. 9,1800 Jan. 26,1804 John Adams
May 7, 1804 Aug. 4, 1834 Jefferson.
Jan. 20,1807 Mar. 18,1823 do
May 4, 1807 Fob. 7, 1826 ... -^do
Fob. 3, 1812 Sept. 10, 1846 Madison
Nov. 23, 1811
Sept. 1,1823

Jan. 14,1835
Doc. 18,1843

. do
Monroe

Juno 16,1826 Aug. 25,1828 J. Q. Adams

Jan. 11,1830 Apr. 4, 1801 Jackson,.. —
Jan. 18,1830 Apr. 21,1844 do
Jan. 14,1835 July 5, 1867 do .....
May 12,1830 Fob. 25,1841

May 1, 1837 May 30,1805 Van Buren
Jan. 9, 1838 July 10,1852 dn
Jan. 10,1842 May 31,1860
Fob. 27,1845 Nov. 28, 1872 Tyler

Sopt. 23, 1845 Sept. 4,1851 Polk
Aug. 10,1840 Jan. 31,1870 do
Oot. 10,1861 Sept. 39,1857 Fillmoro
Apr. 11,1853 Apr. 30,1861 Pierco.
Jan. 21,1858 July 25,1881 Buchanan
Jan. 27,1862 Jan. 24,1881 Lincoln
July 21,1862 Oct. 13,1890 do. ..

Dec. 10,1862 Mar. 4, 1877 do
May 20,1863 Dec. 1, 1897 do
Mar. 14,1870 Dec. 14,1880 Grant
Mar. 23,1870 Jan. 22,1892 do
Jan. 9, 1873 Jan. 27,1882 do
Dec, 10,1877 Oct. 14,1911 Hayes
Jan. 6, 1881 May 14,1887

May 17,1881 Mar. 22,1889 Garflold.

Jan. 9, 1882 Sept. 16, 1002 Arthur
Apr. 3, 1882 July 7, 1893 do

Jan. 18,1888 Jan. 23,1893 Cleveland
Jan. 0, 1890 Mar. 28,1910 Harrison

Jan. 5, 1891 May 28, 1906 do

Oct. 10,1892 Feb. 23,1903 do
Mar. 4,1893 Aug. 8, 1895 . do .
Mar. 12, 1894 Dec. 18,1910 Cleveland
Jan. 0,1890 Oot. 24,1909 do

Jan. 26,1808 Jan. 6, 1925 MoKinloy
Dec. 8, 1902 Jan. 12,1932 T. Roosovelfc
Mar. 2, 1003 Nov. 13, 1922 ^0

Dec, 17,1906 Nov. 20, 1910 do
Jan. 3, 1910 July 12,1914 "Taft.."II""I”I

Oct. 10,1910 June 10,1016 do ...
Jan, 3, 1911 Juno 2, 1937 do

do Jan. 2,1916
Dec. 31,1922

do
Mar. 18, 1912 do

Oct. 12,1914 Jan. 31,1941 Wilson
June 5, 1916 Fob. 13,1939 do
Oct. 9,1910 Sopt. 18, 1922 do
Oct. 2, 1922 Jan. 17,1938 Harding
Jan. 2, 1023 Nov. 1C, 1939 do
Fob. 19, 1923 Mar. 8,1930 do

Mar. 2,1925 July 2, 1941 CoolIdgo
i Juno 2, 1930 July 31,1045 Hoover

Mar. 10, 1932 July 9, 1938 do

Aug. 19,1937 0) F. Roosevelt
Jan. 31, 1938 Feb. 25,1057 do
Jan. 30,1939 Aug. 28,1962

<
3
>

."..doIIHIH"""
Apr. 17,1939 .do

' Fob. 5, 1940 July 10,1949 do
July 8, 1941 Oot. 3,1942 do
July 11,1941 Oct. 0, 1954 do
Feb. 15,1943 Sopt. 10, 1949 do
Oct. 1, 1945 Oct. 13,1958 Truman
Aug. 24, 1049 (*) do
Oob. 12, 1949 Oct. 16,1956 do
Mar. 28, 1955 (*) Elsenhower
Oct. 16,1056 0

Mar. 25, 1957 Apr. 3, 1962 do

Oct. 14,1658
Apr. 16, 16G2

! Oct. 1, 1062
8

July 20,1965
"Konnedy

Oct. 4, 1965 0 L. B. Johnson

Trior Judicial oxpcrlonoo

John Blair..

James Iredell
Thomas Johnson
William Patterson.
Samuel Chnso

Buslirod Washington
Alfred Mooro
William Johnson
Henry Brockhoist Livingston—.,
Thomas Todd
Joseph Story
Gabriel Duvall
Smith Thompson
Robert Trimblo

John McLean.
Henry Baldwin
James Mooro Wayno
Philip Pendleton Barbour..

John Catron..
John McKInloy
Peter Vivian Daniel.
Samuel Nelson

Levi Woodbury ...

Kobert Cooper
Benjamin Bobbins Curtis..,
John Archibald Campbell..,
Nathan Clifford
Noah Haynes Swayne
Samuel I reeman Miller
David Davis
Stephen Johnson Field
William Strong
Joseph P. Bradley
Ward Hunt
John Marshall Harlan
William Burnham Woods..

_

Stanley Matthews.

Horace Gray
Sumuol Blatchford..

Lucius Quintus C. Lamar
David Joslah Brewer j.

Henry Billings Brown.

George 8hivas,Jr
Howell Edmunds Jackson.
Edward Douglas White

—

Bufus Wheeler Pcckman...

Joseph McKenna
Oliver Wendell Holmes..
William Bufus Day

William Henry Moody.~
Horace Harmon Lurton.

Charles Evans Hughes..
Willis Van Dovantcr

Tosoph Euckcr Lamar.
Mailion PItnoy

James Clark McBoynoldS.,
Louis Dombitz Brandeis...
John liessin Clarke
George Sutherland
Pierco Butler
Edward Terry Sanford

Harlan Flsko Stono
Owen Josephus Boberts
Benjamin Nathan Cardozo..

Hugo Lafayctto Block
Stanley Forman Boed
Felix Frankfurter
William Orville Douglas
Frank Murphy
James Francis Byrnes..
Kobert Houghwout Jackson.
Wiley Blount Butlcdgo
Harold Jlltz Burton
Thomas Campbell Clark
Sherman Minton
John Marshall Harlan.
William Joseph Brennan, Jr.

Charles Evans Whitaker..

Potter Stewart
Byron R. White
Arthur J. Goldberg..
Abo Fortas

Sopt. 30, 1780

Fob. 10,1700
Nov. 7,1791
Mat. 4, 1703
Jan. 27,1700

Dec. 20,1708
Dec. 10,1790
Mar. 20,1804
Nov. 10, 1800
Mar. 3, 1807
Nov. 18, 1811

do
Dec. 0, 1823
May 9, 1826

Mar. 7, 1820
Jan. 6, 1830
Jan. 9,1835
Mar. 15,1836

Mar. 8, 1837
Sopt. 25, 1837
Mar. 3, 1841
Fob. 13,1845

Sept.
Aug.
Deo.
Mar.
Jan.
Jan.
July
Dec.
Mar.
Feb.
Mar.
Dec.
Nov.
Doc.

20, 1845
4, 1846

20,1851
22,1853
12, 1858
24. 1802
10.1802
8,1802

10, 1803
18. 1870
21. 1870
11, 1872
29,1877
21,1830

May 12,1881

Dec. 20,1881
Mar. 22,1882

Jan. 16,1888
Dec. 18,1889

Dec. 20,1899

July 26,1892
Fob. 18,1893
Feb. 19,1894
Dec.

Jan. 2
Dec.

Doo. 12,1906
Dec. 20,1909

May 2, 1910
Deo. 10,1910

Deo. 1

Mar. 1

Aug 2
Juno
July 2
Sopt.
Deo. 2
Jan. 2

Feb.

Aug.
Jan,
Jon.
Apr.
Jan.
Juno
July
Fob.
Sept. 22,' 1945
Aug. "
Oet.
Mar.
Oot.

i 25,1941
11, 1941

Mar. 22; 1957

Apr.

General Court ofVirginia (Colonial), 1778-80; High Court of Chancery
of Virginia (Colonial), 1780; Court of Appeals of Virginia, 1780-89.

North Carolina Superior Court, 1777-78.
Court of Maryland, 1790-91.
Nono.
Criminal Court of Baltiinoro, 1788-91; Gonoral Court of Maryland,

1791-90.
Nono.
Superior Court of North Carolina, 1798-99.
Court of Common Pleas of South Carolina, 179S-1804.
Supremo Court of Now York, 1802-00.
Court of Appeals of Kentucky, 1801-07.
Nono.

Do.
Supremo Court of Now York 1802-19.

Court of Appeals of Kentucky, 1807-09; U.S. District Court, Ken-
tucky, 1818-26.

Supremo Court of Ohio, 181G-22.
Nono.
Superior Court of Georgia, 1024-29.

General Court of Virginia, 1825-27; U.S. District Court of Virginia,
Eastern District, 1830-30.

Tonncssco Supremo Court of Errors and Appeals, 1824-34.
Nono.
U.S. District Court of Virginia, 1830-41.
Circuit Court of Now York, 1823-31; Supreme Court of Now York,

1831-45.
Superior Court of New Hampshlro, 1817-23.
District Court of Allegheny County, Pa., 1833-40.
None.

Do.
Do.
Do.

Justlco of peace, Bourbonville, Ky., 1840’s.

8th Judicial Circuit in Illinois, 1848-62.
Supromo Court of California, 1857-63.
Supremo Court of Pennsylvania, 1857-68.
None.
Now York Court of Appeals, 1865-73.
County Court, Franklin County, Ky., 1858-59.
Middle Chancory Division, Alabama, 1868-69; U.S. Court ofAppeals,

Sill Circuit, 1869-80.
Court of Common Pleas, Hamilton County, Ohio, 1851-53; Superior
Court of Cincinnati, 1803-65.

Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, 1804-82.
U.S. District Court of Now York, Southern District, 1867-78; U.S.
Court of Appeals, 2d Circuit, 1878-82.

Nono.
Probate and criminal courts, Leavenworth County, Kans., 1802-05;
Kansas District Court, 1865-69; Supromo Court of Kansas, 187<Ht4:
U.S. Court of Appeals, 8th Circuit, 1884-90.

Circuit Court, Wayne County, Mich., 1863, U.S. District Court,
Eastern District of Michigan, 1876-90.

Nono.
U.S. Court ofAppeals, 6th Circuit, 1886-93.
Supromo Court of Louisiana, 1878-89.
Supromo Court ofNow York, 1883-86; Court ofAppeals ofNow York,
1880-96.

U.S. Court of Appeals, 9tli Circuit 1892-97.
Supromo Judicial Court of Massachusetts, 1882-1902.
Court of Common Pleas, Ohio, 1886-90; U.S. Court of Appeals. 6th

Circuit, 1899-1903.
Nono.
Chancollor, Clh Division, Tennesseo, 1875-93; U.S. Court of Appeals,
0th Circuit, 1893-1910.

None.
Supremo Court of Wyoming, 1889-90; U.S. Court of Appeals, 8th

Circuit, 1903-10.
Supromo Court of Georgia, 1900-08.
Supremo Court of Now Jersoy, 1901-08; chancellor of New Jersoy,
1908-12.

None.
Do.

U.S. District Court, Northern District of Ohio, 1914-10.
Nono.

Do.
U.S. District Court, Eastern and Middle District, Tonncssco,

1908-23.
Nono.

Do.
Supreme Court of New York, 1914-17; New York Court of Appeals,

Pollco judge, Burmlngham, 1010-11.
Nono.

Do.
Do.

Recorder's Court, Detroit, 1923-1930.
Nono.

Do.
U.S. Court ofAppeals for District of Columbia, 1030-43.
None.

Do.
U.S. Court ofAppeals, 7th Circuit, 1941-49.
U.S. Court ofAppeals, 2d Circuit, 1054-55.
Now Jersoy Superior Court, 1040-51; Appellate Division of Now
Jersoy Superior Court, 1051-52; Associate Justlco of New Jorsoy
Supromo Court, 1952-56.

U.S. District Court, Western District of Missouri, 1954-56; U.S.
Court of Appeals, 8th Circuit, 1956-57.

U.S. Court of Appeals, Oth Circuit, 1954-58.
Nono.

Do.
Do.

1 Tho dates indicated represent the yoars in which sorvico commenced and termin-
ated. No attempt is mado to indicate months and days.

a “Nono” Indicates that an examination of generally recognized research sources
failed to discloso any judicial service.

3 Present.
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I Mr/,BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
Presiddht, X ask unanimous consent to
have printed at this point in the Record
a transcript of a briefing on Ernesto Mi-
randa versus the State of Arizona, by
Mr. David Gr. Bress, U.S. At-
torney for the District of Columbia, on
June 21, 1966, and issued to the police
department of the District of Columbia
in the form of a memorandum dated
July 15

?
1966.

This memorandum will indicate the
extent to which the police departments
of the country will be strait-jacketed by
the U.S. Supreme Court’s ruling of June
13, 1966.
There being no objection, the tran-

script was ordered to be printed in the
Record, as follows:

Government of the District of
Columbia, Metropolitan Police
Department,

July 15, 1966.
Memorandum

Subject: Transcript of Briefing on Ernesto
Mirando vs the State of Arizona by Mr.
David G. Bress, U.S. Attorney for District
of Columbia on June 21, 1966.

To the Force:
Deputy Chief Lawrence A. Hartnett, Chief

of Detectives, introduced Mr. David G. Bress,
United States Attorney for the District of
Columbia, and the subject matter, the recent
decision handed down by the Supreme Court.
Mr. Bress, Chief Hartnett, Chief Layton,

Members of the Police Department, as all of
you know, last Monday, June 13, 1966, the
Supreme Court handed down its decision in
the Miranda case. The essence of that de-
cision is that the privilege whieh the indi-
vidual has against self-incrimination is

Jeopardized by custodial interrogation. We
had not had that principle before. We had
always understood that admissions and con-
fessions were admissible In evidence if they
were voluntary. This new decision injects
into the law as we previously understood it,

the principle that the privilege against self-

inorimlnation does not begin at the trial

where a person may not he compelled to
testify against himself, but it actually begins
at Its earliest stage—when arrest occurs.
There has been an Inkling of a move in

this direction for many years. All of you
know the requirement for early presentment
of an arrested person before the United
States Commissioner or a Committing Mag-
istrate in General Sessions Court. Why was
that necessary under Rule 6 (a) of the Fed-
eral Rules of Criminal Procedure? The rea-
son why that was necessary was because It

was felt that the privilege against self-

incrimination that an arrested person had
was sufficiently strong to warrant some
Judicial warning to him about his rights, so
that he would he aware of the effect of what
he might say.
There had not been any prior decision that

held that the privilege against self-Inerimi-

nation began at such an early stage, that is

to say, at the arrest stage.
Now without going Into a detailed expla-

nation of the Miranda case, I’m going to give

you what I think is the essence of the case
and how I believe practically It should affect

your work In the questioning of arrested per-
sons or non-arrested persons.
The Miranda opinion, different from so

many Supreme Court opinions, sets guide
lines. It is a clear opinion In many ways and
I think each of you should read the entire
opinion. I’m sure the Department will make
copies available to you. You don’t have to
be a lawyer- to really fully understand It.

It is written in very clear terms and sets up
the guidelines to govern your work.

Now, you will recall that in August, 1966,
the Police Department order, I think, 9-B,
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. gave you specific instructions about what
)

kind of warning to give to an arrested per-

5
son, before he was questioned. You were
told to tell him, in substance, that he was
under arrest; that he had the right to remain

r silent; and that anything he said might be
~ held against him. You also advised him that
l he had the right to consult with a lawyer;
5 that he had a right to talk to any member of

l his family or a friend; and that if he did not

l
have a lawyer, one would he provided for him
when he first went to court. (This latter In-
struction meant that one would he provided

' for him under the Criminal Justice Act, when
3 he appeared before the Committing Magis-
T trate, that is, either the Commissioner or a
5 Judge of the General Sessions Court.) Now,

we continued under that order up to the
present time. There was a proposal by me in

* the latter part of May of this year for some
modification of that, but, as far as Police
Department Orders are concerned, that is the
order that continued up to the present time
and It included the so-called 3-hour rule.
Now the 3-hour rule is no longer valid under
the Miranda case and you will see the reason
for this shortly.

y The necessity in all cases of early presenta-
. tlon before the Committing Magistrate Is now
t also somewhat relaxed. The type of warning

that has been given In the past by law en-
forcement officers is not adequate under the

f Miranda case. Under the Miranda case I
have prepared what I consider to be an ap-

f proprlate warning, the exact language of
t which I am not yet wedded to. I will prob-

ably try and simplify it for more effective use.
» That warning now should state as follows:
f (1) You have been placed under arrest.
B You are not required to say anything to us at
1 any time or to answer any questions. Any-
* thing you say can be used against you in

court.
5 So far so good, that Is not different from
s your prior warning.
1 The second part is also similar to the prior
" warning

:

V (2) You may call a lawyer or a relative or
3 a friend and they may come here to speak
•> with you. A phone will be made available
' to you for that purpose.
1 That, too, is consistent.
5 Now, beginning with the third and
5 fourth—there are only four paragraphs to

this warning—we have the essence of the
: ease* and I will then go about explaining it.

I
I think It is better to give It to you In this

J
highlight first.

1
(3) You have the right to consult with a

‘ lawyer before we ask you any questions and
to have such lawyer present with you during
such questioning. You may retain a lawyer

1 if you are financially able to do so. if you
cannot afford to hire a lawyer, otic will be

J
furnished to you if you so desire

, and that is
before questioning, not as in the prior case,
when you go to eourt.

b (4) If you fully understand these rights
which you have, but, nevertheless, of your

t
own free will desire to answer questions about

. the matter under investigation, without the
5

presence of a lawyer, you may waive such
rights and answer the questions. If you de-

_ cide to answer questions now without a
;

lawyer present, you will still have the right
I to stop answering at any time. You also

b
have the right to stop answering at any time

. until you talk to a lawyer.

While this sounds like a heavy burden It

) may be productive of a few statements. That,
5 in essence, is what Miranda requires, and
1 Miranda is the law.

3 In order to insure that each officer has
; knowledge of this warning, it is my recom-
) mendation that it he permanently printed

on some card or plastic and carried by each
) officer. The warning should he appropriately

posted In all precincts and other places where
, interrogations generally occur. These steps
, if followed will, tend to insure that arrested

persons are properly warned, so that their
statements when made will be more readily
admitted into evidence by our courts.

I have, therefore, developed about eight
rules of conduct for the police in order for
them to conform to the requirements of the
Miranda case. I have given you so far the
outline of a warning, now let me tell you
what I think you must do, and why you must
do It, in order to satisfy this new approach.
The case is perfectly clear that If a person

Is not under arrest and is not deprived of
his freedom of action In any way (I’ll ex-
plain that) no warning need be given and
questions may be freely asked. This would
include volunteers, that Is, those that con-
fess, or give Incriminating statements, with-
out being asked any questions. Therefore,
the Miranda Rule has no relationship to peo-
ple who are not under arrest. Accordingly,
one conclusion to draw from the case is that
in the course of your investigation you may
interrogate suspects before you detain a per-
son or place him under arrest. What you
learn will he admitted in evidence and It Is
not impaired by this decision. I said if he Is
not under arrest. There are also a few addi-
tional little words In there—the alternative
Is If he is not deprived of his freedom of ac-
tion in any way. You may not have ex-
pressly stated to the suspect that he is under
arrest and therefore think you have the right
to Interrogate him freely. You do not. If
by your conduct you would lead him, prob-
ably him, possibly a reasonable person, to
believe that he can get up and go at will,
the law Is such a person is not under arrest.
If his freedom of action is limited in any way
the law will treat him as though he were
under arrest. Therefore, for example, if one
of your officers wants to interview a man at
his apartment or his home and you knock
on the door and state who you are, indicate
your purpose, ask If you may dome in and
talk and he Invites you in, you can go in
and talk to him to your heart's content and
whatever he says to you can he used, pro-
vided that by your conduct or your ex-
pressions you lead him to believe that his
freedom of action is in no way being re-
strained. But If you walk into that same
apartment with four or five officers with
drawn guns and you don’t say a thing about
his being under arrest, but you start asking
questions, the rules and warnings of Miranda
apply. So that the first principal we get
from this case, the first guideline Is, there
is no prohibition on questioning if the man
Is not under arrest or he Is not being de-
tained. I also say this principle applies
equally to volunteers.
The court draws the distinction, as I’m

sure you can readily understand, between a
voluntary statement and the statement of a
volunteer. A voluntary statement Is one
that presumedly is made by the exercise of
free will. It can be made in response to
questions. Such a statement Is always sub-
ject to challenge as to whether it was or was
not voluntary; whether the overall circum-
stances surrounding the making of that
statement were coercive or not. Whereas, a
statement of a volunteer is a verbal com-
munication by a person who calls on the
phone and says, ‘T Just shot my wife.” Or,
he comes Into the precinct and says, “I just
did something terrible—I want to tell you
about it.” Those are the statements of a
volunteer and the fewer questions asked the
better; but such statements are not inhibited
by the opinion.
The next principal Is that. If a person is

arrested or is detained without actual arrest,
he may not he asked any questions without
first being warned, that Is the full warning,
and this applies equally to questioning at the
scene, in the cruiser, and sub the precinct.
I know this Is tough. This is a new rule.

If you are investigating at the scene and
you do not have a person under arrest or if

a particular person is not detained, the court
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'

says everyone at the scene knows it is his

duty to cooperate. If you are involved in a
situation where there is no legal Justification

for the confinement of a person, then interro-

gation at tho scene without the warning
would ho perfectly proper. Therefore, this

highlights the importance of interrogation
without arrests. But, if there is an arrest

or detention, no questioning can be under-
taken until the full warning is given and the
wishes of the suspect complied with. Even
after you have given the warning, if the per-
son arrested or detained, either refuses to
state whether he wants a lawyer or not, or,

instead of refusing to state whether or not
he wants a lawyer, in the alternative, he may
expressly state that ho does want a lawyer,
in either case, of his silence or his express
statement that he does want a lawyer, he has
not waived his right to conusel and he may
not be questioned. If, however, he states
he wants a lawyer present, then it is in-
cumbent upon the police to give him the
opportunity to call his own lawyer, (which
can’t be done at the scene), then there can
be no questioning in such a case until you
get to the precinct—or if he has no lawyer,
and this is the particularly new point, the
police must make one available to him before
questioning can begin. In such circum-
stances therefore, where he expressly states
that he wants a lawyer, the questioning must
be deferred until the lawyer arrives. It is

expected that tho local bar association will
provide a telephone number to the police to
be used by them to obtain a lawyer only in
those circumstances where there is the re-
quest for a lawyer.

If the program bogs down, so that the bar
doesn’t answer the challenge of making law-
yers available then under Miranda, if the man
is silent and oesn’t say whether he wants a
lawyer or not, or if he expressly says he does
not want to talk until he sees a lawyer, un-
fortunately, in these circumstances Miranda
requires that there be no questioning.
Now, if a lawyer responds, either a retained

lawyer, or a bar association furnished lawyer,
this is the next logical step—what happens
then? The arrested person should be
afforded the opportunity to confer in private
with that lawyer. After the conference be-
tween the lawyer and his new client, ques-
tioning may proceed in the presence of the
lawyer—if the arrested person is then willing
to answer questions. The lawyer may leave
and may tell him that he may talk. The odds
are certainly strong that the lawyer will
generally advise him to say nothing, so that
when the lawyer arrives and instructs him
that there is to be no questioning that Is the
end of questioning. This again highlights
those eases where it is possible—the need for
questioning pre-arrest. Where the suspect
declines to be interrogated, and the lawyer
goes on his business, then the individual
should be presented before a Committing
Magistrate or to the Commissioner. The need
for speed without unnecessary delay should
be complied with, although there Is really no
penalty which results because there is no ad-
mission to he excluded. Nevertheless, it is a
rule and a statute (Rule 5(a)), and reason-
ably prompt presentment should take place.

During any questioning in the presence of
his lawyer, tho lawyer may consult with the
client (and this is a new principle hut logi-

cally fits in here) and, if at any time during
the questioning the arrested person says that
he doesn't want to answer any more ques-
tions, you have got to stop. If his lawyer
terminates tho questioning at any point, even
if he consented to it in the first place, ques-
tioning must thereafter stop. You can go
back again and say do you want to resume?
And, if they consent to resume, resumption
of interrogation can take place. But even
here there is no effective waiver in law by
virtue of a person answering some questions
that such person thereby waives the right to
remain silent as to any remaining questions.

The Miranda case clearly says that termina-
tion of questioning may take place at any
time at the election of the arrested person.
Needless to say, a detailed record of questions
and answers should be maintained together
with appropriate notations of any objections
which the lawyer present may interpose to
certain questions, so that you can turn over
to the United States Attorney’s Office as full

and clear a picture as is possible of what took
place during the interrogation process. Thus
far we’ve considered what happens where he
Is silent and where he says he wants a
lawyer—no questions. If he says ho wants a
lawyer, he gets the lawyer, and questioning
then may be done only with the approval
of the lawyer and it can be terminated at any
point at the request of the lawyer or the per-
son under arrest.
Now, we haven't obtained many statements

up to this point. After the warning is given,
under this decision, interrogation in the ab-
sence of the lawyer is proper where the ar-
rested person has waived his rights under the
warning. That is, every one of the rights, in-
cluding the waiver of his right to remain
silent, as well as his right to the presence of
a lawyer. In the past, waiver has been found
from the failure to ask for a lawyer in other
Jurisdictions. . The case we now have ex-
pressly holds that waiver cannot be inferred
from silenee or from the failure to ask for a
lawyer.

We now come to what I believe is the
most important part of the whole case as
far os you are concerned. The waiver that
I mentioned a moment ago is only valid if

it is expressed, it cannot be implied; there
must be an express waiver, it may be oral,
it may be written. Now what constitutes
the waiver? The court says that a waiver is

valid, that is a waiver of the rights under
this warning, (waiver to the right of counsel,
waiver of the privilege against self-incrimi-
nation.) The waiver is valid only if it is

voluntarily, knowingly and Intelligently
given. These three words-5—voluntarily,
knowingly and intelligently—I wouldn't
have too much trouble about “the “volun-
tary" part, “knowingly” gives me some con-
cern, “intelligently” creates a real problem.
Whenever there is any interrogation In

the absence of a lawyer, the government has,
as tho Supreme Court has said In this case,
“A heavy burden” to demonstrate at the trial
that a defendant voluntarily, knowingly and
intelligently waived his privilege against
self-incrimination and his right to a re-
tained or appointed counsel. Therefore,
while you gentlemen may get any statement
you want under a waiver, we. In the United
States Attorney's Office, before such state-
ment is offered In evidence have the burden
to affirmatively make a showing that the de-
fendant voluntarily, knowingly and intelli-
gently waived those rights.

I said a moment ago that this waiver may
be oral or written. Of course, the written
waiver Is preferable and! I have prepared a
form of wltten waiver, if voluntarily signed,
and knowingly signed, and signed, with in-
telligence, then no problem will arise. But
you can see how, depending upon the cir-
cumstances of tho case, even though the
written waiver is obtained, that the gov-
ernment will have to carry a real heavy
burden in getting an admission In evidence
with a waiver.

As an alternative to getting a written
waiver signed by the person who is now
about to talk in the absence of his lawyer, it

is equally satisfactory if the essence of the
warning and the waiver is summarized in
the signed statement of facts executed by
tho arrested person, provided that the sum-
mary clearly shows that the oral waiver was
given before questioning began and pro-
vided further that it also shows that the
waiver remained in effect without being re-
voked during the entire interrogative
process.

Remember, I said in connection with the’
illustration of what happens when foio law-
yer is present and you are asking questions,
that questioning may be terminated at any
point. That same right is not dependent
upon whether there is or is not a lawyer
present. Tho right to terminate question-
ing of a suspect by law enforcement officers

at any point is oven stronger when there is

no lawyer present.
Significantly, however, nothing that you

obtained in questioning is valid unless tho
warning has been given before the question-
ing began. Furthor, even though you can
show tho warning before and the waiver
before, the rest of the statement may be
invalid unless you also foreclose the possi-
bility that the person under arrest may have
terminated the questioning after the second
question. He may have said, for example,
after the second question, “I don’t want to
say anymore.” Therefore, we do have a
heavy burden, not only to show that the
waiver was given before questioning began,
and that it was voluntarily, knowingly and
intelligently given, hut that it continued
unrevoked throughout the process of the
entire statement.
In lieu of a separate document to be called

a waiver, it is adequate for our purposes If,

In the summary of your statement of facts,
the essence is included in the signed state-
ment—but it is not enough to say that
“I waive my rights,” you have to spell out
exactly what the rights are. It is not enough
to say that “the warning was given before
the questioning began,” because the ques-
tioning may have been terminated as far as
the suspect Is concerned before the state-
ment was concluded. Therefore, those sev-
eral possibilities must be covered In the
statement.
Another principle which may affect you

that is to be drawn from the teaching, in
this case, is that the questioning should not
be lengthy in the absence of the lawyer. Even
with an express waiver, even in writing, the
court has stated that lengthy interrogation
before a statement is made is “strong evi-
dence” that the waiver is invalid. The court
does not tell us what is short nor what is

long, but ft does state that if you inter-
rogate for a long time that is an indication
that tho waiver is invalid.
The Supreme Court has said that “An ex-

press statement that the individual is will-
ing to make a statement and does not want
an attorney followed closely by a statement
could constitute a waiver.” That is as close
as the Supreme Court- gets to the subject
of the possible existence of an Implied waiver.
The Implied as distinguished from the ex-
press waiver Is as follows: The express waiver
exists where the man says, “I know what my
rights are, you have read me the warning,
I understand about the privilege of self-
incrimination, I understand about the right
to counsel, I don’t care about that, I waive
the rights and I want to make a statement.
I am willing to make a statement.” That is

an express waiver and that is valid whether
it is oral or written. The implied waiver
exists according to tho Supreme Court where
the person under arrest or in custody indi-
cates that he is willing to make a statement
(It doesn't use words of waiver)—he’s willing
to make a statement, and he does not want
a lawyer; when that is followed by a state-
ment closely in point of time, that could
amount to an implied waiver.
Another lesson from this case is to be

drawn not from Miranda but from Westover.
You know we call it the Miranda case, but
there were three state cases decided at the
same time and one federal case. The federal
case is known as the Westover case and West-
over involved local police who had Westover
under interrogation in Kansas City. I be-
lieve Westover was In local custody for four-
teen hours and had been interrogated at
length during that period, before the FJBI.
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•had arfived. The question was what the
effect the fourteen hour period of con-
finement and interrogation by Kansas City
Police—not related to the California bank
robbery that the F.B.I. was interested in.

The court found the atmosphere as coercive,
as a result of fourteen hours interrogation
or confinement by local police which carried
over to in fact the P.B.I. interrogation which
only lasted two hours. I called this princi-
pal from the Westover position of the Mi-
randa combine of cases to tell you the fol-
lowing: That when a prisoner is taken by
the District of Columbia Police from another
jurisdiction where he has been subjected to
questioning, it is recommended that the
D.C. interrogation following warning should
not begin until the prisoner has been moved
both in time and in place lrom his former
surroundings.
Had the F.B.T. taken Westover from the

Kansas City Police and moved him to St.
Louis or to Los Angeles, what he said to
the F.B.I. would have been admitted in that
case under the prior rule.

What has happened to Mallory require-
ments, I know many of you must be con-
cerned. As to those cases where the lawyer
is present during interrogation, Mallory is

of little or decreasing significance, because
first there is no "unnecessary delay” involved
inasmuch as you waited for the defendant to
have his own lawyer present and the pro-
tection which Mallory was calculated to give
to protect him in his rights by the presence
of a magistrate, a judicial officer has how
been given in effect by the presence of his
own attorney. Therefore, the speed of pres-
entation before the committing magistrate
seems to be unnecessary any longer. Yet it

is on the books, you will find it as a rule, so
that when that process is over in ordinary
course he should be taken before the com-
mitting magistrate but no admision in my
opinion will hereafter be excluded because
of any delay in presentment on Mallory
grounds. However, with respect to state-
ments obtained without the presence of a
lawyer under the so-called express waiver or
the implied waiver which I Just mentioned,
presentment, early presentment to the com-
mitting magistrate under Mallory is, still re-
quired.
Gentlemen that is all I have to report to

you on Miranda at this time.
The following questions were asked of Mr.

Bress by various members of the Department
present at this talk.

Question: You stated that if we have a
man under arrest, he desires a lawyer and
he does not have the money to hire one, is

it incumbent on us to supply the lawyer?
Answer: It's incumbent on you to supply

him with a lawyer unless you want to forego
taking a statement.

Question: We want to get a statement.
It’s 2:30 tomorrow morning that this hap-
pens, the man wants a lawyer, what do we
do?
Answer: That’s a new problem. What I

think you will do is that the Bar Association
will have to maintain, I hope, a panel of
lawyers available around the clock and that
the police may have the burden, and it may
be a heavy burden, to contact that panel to
see that a lawyer is sent in order for you to
be able to question. If he has made the
request, there must be a lawyer present or
your questions will amount to nothing. As
a subsidiary point to your question, I think
there is Involved the question as to what
happens to the Mallory requirement of pre-
sentment to the committing magistrate with-
out "unnecessary” delay in such a situation,
and my opinion is, and I think I'm right,
that since the delay is caused by his own
request for a lawyer, that the delay is not
"unnecessary”.

Question: Should an arrested subject ask
for counsel and after conferring with counsel,
he is advised by counsel in the presence of
the arresting officer not to make any state-
ment or answer any questions, this arrested
subject, despite this legal advice, and still in
the presence of counsel, insists on giving a
statement, what should the arresting officer

do in this case?
Answer: If he insists on doing it in the

presence of counsel, I certainly wouldn’t
turn it down. I would take it and hope that
it might come in as a spontaneous statement.
Remember, I stated initially that statements
of volunteers, spontaneous statements, with-
out interrogation, are admissible. If you
don’t ask the man.any questions and he says
he wants to tell you what happened and he
tells you, without any questions, I think this
is spontaneous and we would have no trouble
getting it into evidence under the Miranda
ease.
Question : The problem there Is still we

have to prove the voluntariness of this state-
ment?
Answer: Whether he knowingly, and intel-

ligently made the statement voluntariness is

not as great a problem as being able to show
that the man, under the circumstances made
the statement after his lawyer told him not
to, was acting intelligently and knowingly.
Question: You have a prisoner, he signs

a waiver. You ask some three or four ques-
tions. Among these questions, he may reveal
where he hid the weapon or other evidence.
And then all of a sudden ho Tefuses to an-
swer any other questions. On the basis of
what he has already answered voluntarily
and signed a waiver, you make application
with an affidavit for a search ’warrant. I am
wondering how this will affect your affidavit
or if you would be able to admit this in
Court as evidence?
Answer: Based on your hypothetical ques-

tion, Captain, so far, what he had said up
to the time that he said he wouldn’t answer
any more questions, it is entirely valid and
admissible. It may bo the basis for an ap-
plication for a search warrant. It is also ad-
missible in evidence as an incriminating
admission.

Question: Before he is arrested, talking
with him and he admits to you that he had,
perhaps, committed a homicide, at what
point are we required to arrest him? He
gives you the whole'story before you make
the arrest?
Answer: You should, by all means, not

arrest too soon. As a matter of fact. If you
should move to arrest, then you are merely
foreclosing yourself from getting further in-
formation. So, I think you have answered
the question ydurself.

Question: Well, How long is long?
Answer: Long enough, but not too long.
Question: You are in the process of ex-

ecuting a search warrant for narcotics, and
upon arrival at the address and admittance
has been gained, you notice three subjects
in the room and upon a table are narcotics.
You know that the narcotics belong to one
of the subjects. Do you advice them of their
rights, etc., before you ask the question, "To
whom do these narcotics belong?” Would we
be wrong in asking the question first?
Answer: I think the preliminary question

should be: "What happened here? What’s
this all about? Who does this belong to?”
Not addressed to any particular individual.
It’s not part of a series of questions; it’s a
matter of getting a better orientation, and
part of a general investigation. I don’t think
that type of questioning is prohibited.
Question: Mr. Bress, I had quite a few

questions, but you have answered most of
them, sir. We had a case in the Fourth
Precinct Just the other morning, in which
we had a robber, a holdup. The suspects
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were captured by Captain Farran and citi-
zens. They had been warned by one of my
men on the scene at the time, of their con-
stitutional rights under this ruling; to have
the lawyer, remain silent, etc.; that they
didn’t have to say anything. Now, 'my ques-
tion is this. While at the station giving in-
structions to these men and while the two
individuals were being hooked, the complain-
ant was asked what time the offense had
occurred. He looked at his wrist and he
said, "they took my watch, too. I don’t
have my watch. I don’t know.” With that
I walked over to the Station Clerk where
the subjects were being hooked for the
arrest. I asked the Station Clerk if these
men had a watch on them. He said, yes, they
both had a watch. I said, "would you let
me see them or let the complainant see
them?” With that, one of the defendants
spoke up and said, “ask bim what kind of
watch it Is, because I don’t want to be blamed
for something I didn't do.” He said, "I didn’t
want to hurt anybody. T just wanted the
money. I even tied the man up loosely.”
Now, saying he makes this admission and I
did not advise him of his constitutional
rights because I wasn’t addressing myself
to him; I was addressing myself to the Sta-
tion Clerk. And say we didn’t need this
confession as evidence In the trial, would your
office submit the statement as evidence?
Answer: Did you say you did or did not

need It?

Question: Did not need it. Would you use
this statement or not?
Answer: If the Assistant felt the way I

do about it, he would use it, because I would
characterize that os a spontaneous state-
ment, not the result of Interrogation. It’s a
statement of a volunteer. You didn’t put
any questions to him Tt wasn’t In the
course of interrogation. However, if the
Assistant were wiser than I, and was inter-
ested in protecting his record on appeal and
felt that he had a strong enough, case with-
out it, he might not use it.

Question: I understand. My question was
directed with reference to a possible future
Interpretation of the law which we can look
forward to. I’m anxious to see if that fell
into the category of advising continuously
during confinement of the individual.
Answer: They say sometimes that the law

Is “a ass”, but that Is not true in Miranda.
I don’t think that this teaching requires the
constant rote repetition of a warning under
such circumstances.
Question: Now, one other thing. You did

speak on the three-hour rule that we had
been working under, and just for clarifica-
tion, we know that all of this Is out—with
reference to interrogation—hut the Court
did say when an individual is in custody on
probable cause, the police may, of course,
seek out evidence in the field to be used in
the trial against them. Such Investigation
may include inquiry of persons not under
restraint, generally on-the-scene questions,
so forth.
Answer: Yes.
Question: I just brought that up, Mr.

Bress, with the reference that there is no
great hurry in arraigning this individual im-
mediately or forthwith; that they do give us
a limited time to complete an outside inves-
tigation free of interrogation of the person
held.

Answer: Oh, yes. The force and effect of
Mallory exists where no lawyer appears, and
even though Rule 5(a) must he complied
with, I think the force and effect of it has
been diminished considerably now by Mi-
randa.
Question: I think this Supreme Court rid-

ing clears up what we asked for. We asked
for a clear ruling on the subject of interroga-
tion. I think we have it. Now, one other
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question, just for clarification. It is my in- appearance at the preliminary bearing was it that the circumstances in pre-arrest ques-^
terpretation an indigent, according to the for the purpose of having counsel appointed, tionlng do not, in any way, impair tyve free-"

court ruling, is any person who says, "I can't and counsel not yet having been appointed, dom of action of the man you are talking to.

afford a lawyer," any interrogation was prohibited because it Tell him, "you can go." "You don't have to

Answer: No. That is not correct. The frustrated her right to counsel. It was in talk: to me. You can go If you want to. You
mere fact that a man says he’s indigent and violation of her right to counsel. If counsel axe not under. arrest; I don’t intend to de-

can’t afford a lawyer does not necessarily had been appointed, then it would also have tain you in any way, but I do have some
mean that the court will accept him as an been bad because of the Massiah and ESco- questions." Now, it may be you are focus-

indigent. In most instances, when he says bedo cases. I think that answers your ques- ing on him as your prime suspect, but the

he is, he generally is. But according to the tlon, does it not, even before Miranda? Cer- focusing on him and his feelings of doten-

UPO, The Neighborhood Legal Services Pro- tainly it would be true now. You look as tion are two separate matters,

gram, so-called Poverty Program, the stand- though you are not satisfied. Question: I have one question. It per-

ard of indigency is $65.00 a week for a single Question: No. A previous question, you taln3 to the line-up sheet. How far can we
person, plus $15.00 for each dependent. If said that he could disregard the advice of go with the line-up sheet? Do we have to

a man earns more than that, or family earn- Ms counsel? advise him? Do we have to wait for his

ings are more than that, they are not indi- Answer: yes. But when he disregards, he lawyer before we start making the line-up

gent. A man earning $66.00 a week and a had already had the benefit of the advice of sheet? There are quite a few questions we
wife earning $25.00 a week, are not indi- the lawyer and then has mode a statement ask the individual in the line-up sheet,

gent. They are not entitled to free legal which I said might be a statement of a volun- Answer: Relating to the particular inci-

advice. tecr. Now, if he says his lawyer says I don’t dent?
Question: We have knowledge that an in- want you saying anything and he says I Question: No. To the person himself. You

dividual who says that he can't afford a law- understand your advice, hut I still want to ask the person several questions: his name,
yer and wants us to appoint one is making make a statement, I still want to answer address, age and try to get some background
$150.00 a week, where does that put us in the the question that these policemen want to information from that individual. Has he
interrogation angle? put to me, I think you can still do that, been in the service? Family, prior record.

Answer: I haven’t considered this before. The best kind of statement is one obtained quite a hit on the back and front of that
I know that we had considered it in NLSP in the presence of counsel. line-up sheet. Now, how far can we go?
and just denied service, hut I think that for Question: You say that we can talk to a Answer: I confess to a lack of sufficient

police purposes that if he says he can’t af- person voluntarily of his own free will and experience with the line-up sheets to be able

ford a lawyer, you have got to assume that is accord and any questions that this man to answer that question with confidence,

true. What difference can you draw from his answers under this voluntary conversation is I have seen them but I have not had occa-

statlng that he can’t afford one when he can not considered under arrest, but yet I can sion personally to use them. My Impression
afford one, and the case where he says he can cite cases under the Court of Appeals where is that if this is merely a background his-

afford one but doesn’t know one? He, in ef- a man has talked voluntarily to the police tory of the individual involved, and does
feet, is stating that “I want a lawyer." You Gn the street, in the stations, in his own not relate to any effort to seek an admission
can’t interrogate him until a lawyer is borne and subsequently the Court of Appeals or incriminating statement from him con-
present.

Question: One other question I would like

a clarification on—I think I understand, but
let’s say that we have an individual In cus-

tody. He’s been advised of his rights as set

up by the Supreme Court. He has with him
his lawyer. He’s been told that he doesn’t

have to make a statement. He goes on say-

ing certain incriminating things or makes
incriminating statements.
Answer: In response to questions?

Question: In response to questions. And
then he invokes after this continuous warn-

ing as the court holds must be given to him,

he finally says, “I don’t want to say anything,

else. I am going to remain silent.” Then
the interrogation is cut off. I think you said

then the burden becomes upon the prose-

cutor to show that this was done timely,

knowingly and intelligently. I wonder if we
would be 'in a position to use what he did

say that was incriminating?

Answer: I answered that in a prior ques-

tion. Tip to the point where he speaks that

"I don’t desire to answer anymore ques-

tions," everything that he said up, to that

point is valid and admissible. Anything
that he says thereafter is not. It’s presumed
coercive unless you get from him an expres-

sion of a willingness to resume giving

answers.
Question: After a defendant has had a

preliminary hearing, has had the advice of

counsel, has been told by his attorney to say

nothing about the case, if he is interviewed

while being held at the D.C. Jail and he
decides to disregard the advice of his lawyer

and makes a voluntary statement, what
would be the effect of this ruling?

Answer: It can’t .be done now, couldn’t

be done even before Miranda. Under the
decision in Queens vs U.S. in 118 U.S. App.

D.C., where a lady was charged with a felony

and at the preliminary hearing, the case was
continued for her to obtain counsel, as she

was entitled to under the criminal Justice

act, on the continued date when the pre-

liminary hearing was to he held, the police

officer went over to her and had a little

conversation with her and she made some
incriminating statements. Those state-

ments were admitted in the trial and she
was convicted. On appeal, the Court of Ap-
peals held that those statements should not
have been admitted on the grounds that her

had rules that the man was detained by the
police and that there is not such a thing
as voluntarily being detained by the police.

And consequently, any information that was
drawn from this conversation was used
against him in trial without the presence of
a lawyer there to advise him of his rights,

when the conversation began.
Answer: I am familiar with those cases.
Question: Now, where do we stand if we

talk to a man on the street and from the In-

formation that we gather from this conver-

cerning the crime under investigation, then
there is nothing objectional about it. You
can still pursue It -to your heart’s content.

Question: When a suspect leaves this Jur-
isdiction and is arrested in New York and
we forward a U.S. Commissioners' arrest

warrant, by a United States Marshal, to New
York, you don't want him interrogated In

custody in New York? The next time we
see him is in the District Jail. That would
he the only time that we would be able to
interview him would be at the District Jail.

satlon, we subsequently piece it together and
make our case?
Answer: You stand precisely as I have in-

dicated. That if he is being detained to the
point that his freedom of action is limited

—

those are the very words of the Supreme
Court—freedom of action not being limited
in any way. Now, in each of the cases that
you referred to, if they had gone as far as

the Court of Appeals said that the circum-
stances operated upon the mind of the ar-<

rested .persons in these cases—that is, made
him feel that he was under detention and
he didn’t have the freedom to move about
freely, those would still be treated as arrests.

Now, there may be such cases arising in the
future where you do not intend to detain, but
a Court may say that you did detain. This
rpan. was frightened into thinking that he
couldn't leave if ho wanted to. That is still

the test. If, he is not arrested, nor is his

freedom of action limited in anyway, what-
ever he says to you is outside the scope of

Miranda.
Question: Sir, I think the Courts later on

may rule that the primary mission of my
conversation with this man was because he
was a prime suspect and even though he had
freedom of movement, freedom of limitation,

the only reason I spoke to him was the fact

that he was a suspect.
Answer: I think the Supreme Court takes

cognizance of the fact that investigation by
police Is still to he continued and is very es-

sential and they think that people should
cooperate in answering questions to the
police. I think there may come a day where
you don't think that you have detained a
person, but a Court may well hold that you
did detain. I’m sure that we have that pos-
sibility and therefore, the purpose of this

discussion is to alert you to the fact that
you should make a conscious effort to see to

Is that right?
Answer: If he has not been subjected to

intensive - interrogation in the place of ar-

rest, I don’t think that the impediment of
Westover would apply. If he's just been
picked up on a warrant, from the District

of Columbia in New York, you can go there
and start questioning him right away, pro-
vided you have given him all the warnings.
If I am understanding your question cor-

rectly.

Question: Well, say that he is arrested at

3:00 in the morning. It may he an hour or
two hours before they notify us and it takes
us, maybe, another three hours to get to New
York or where he is. Well, that’s five hours
that he is in custody in New York. Would
they say that he is in custody too long and
that we can’t talk to him there?
Answer: What was he doing during that

five hours? Was he under interrogation in
New York? If he was Just being held in
New York pending your arrival, I don't think
that that Is a Westover type of situation.
But if he were arrested in New York—for
example—on a housebreaking there, and
they worked on him for a number of hours

—

well, Westover had fourteen hours and I

don’t have a crystal ball to put the right
line time limit; but if they worked on him
for a number of hours on one investiga-
tion and then you went to the same place
and started interrogating him on another
investigation, I think you would have a
Westover situation. You ought to change
the time and place for your questioning.

Question: Regarding Juveniles, sixteen to

eighteen years of age, that fall into the
waiver category in Juvenile Court after we
have advised them of their rights. Are we
going to he able to use their confession in

Court?
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Answer: There are a number of cases that

cross j£y mind that have recently been de-
cided, that affect trials of juveniles waived
to District Court and to what extent the
statements made by them are admissible in
evidence. The answer is that voluntary
statements are not usable against them if

they are made before waiver—under the
Harllng case. How, under Miranda, state-
ments after waiver may also not be used

—

except when made in the presence of coun-
sel—and that seems very unlikely. There is

also the real danger of exclusion, as fruits

of the poisonous tree, of evidence obtained
from leads procured from pre-waiver state-

ments.
Chief Layton: Mr. Bress, one other items

that I would like to have you give some fur-

ther consideration to, would, be a queston
that was raised; that is how long can our
people talk with an individual who is a
suspect prior to arrest, and I’m sure that
this is a hard question. But it is also a hard
decision for a police officer or a detective to

make out on the street in a situation where
he has sufficient probable cause to Justify an
arrest and yet he feels that by discussing the
facts in the case he may get some additional
evidence that would help to assure a convic-

tion when the case gets to Court. As I say,

this is a hard question for a police officer

to make out on the street, if we leave it to
him and say that he should talk to the sus-

pect long enough, but not too long. How,
I don’t know what definitive answer you
might be able to make on further reflection,

but I would hope that you might give that
some further thought.

Mr. Bress: That might be a hard decision

for you. Chief, but it’s an even harder one
for me; because my answer would indicate

that there is a time limit and that if you
fully exercise that time, the Court will say
that the time was too long. X have no limit.

All I can say is that the shorter the time, the
safer it is. The longer the time, you impair
safety hy extending it. If there is no arrest

and no detention, there is nothing in the
case that indicates that there is any time
limit at all. When there is no detention, but
the longer you interrogate, I think the
greater likelihood there Is, particularly if you
are focusing on that suspect, for an infer-

ence to be drawn that he was being detained
or at least he would make it appear at a trial,

months later, that he felt that he was being
detained because you held him up so long.

I would think that nothing more specific

than that can be given.
Chief Layton: On the Question of the tele-

phone number, do you have any indication
of when or what the prospects are of getting
the phone number from the Bar Association
for making calls at night?

Mr. Bress: No, sir, I have no indication as
of this moment when they will make it avail-

able. Now, while I have all you gentlemen
in one place, there is one other problem that
has been disturbing me. And that is the
matter of free press and fair trial. I am
concerned and I know you must be with the
problem that arises from pre-trial publicity.

Particularly when some well publicized cases
or exciting cases are coming up for trial; and
a lot of information gets into the press that
furnishes the basis for the defendant asking
for a change of venue or postponements of
trial; no good comes from unnecessary in-
formation being given to the press. The
press Is entitled to know everything that
takes place in the Courtroom. The press is

entitled to know certain .things, within cer-
tain limits, that a man is arrested, what he
is arrested for, what were the circumstances
surrounding the arrest and so forth. They
are not entitled to know—they are not even
supposed to he told—what his criminal rec-
ord is. The press should not he told that a
man makes a confession. Those matters are
likely to be disputed at a trial. So I would
request that there be self-restraint exercised

in releasing anything to the press, other
than the basic data of time and place of
arrest, the nature of the charge, identifica-
tion of the man, period. Nothing about the
gruesome details of the offense.

Question: I would like to say one thing.
The police get blamed for a lot of this de-
tailed information, Mr. Bress, when this in-
formation comes from another source.
Answer: I’m not blaming anybody.
Question: No, but I'm sure that you real-

ize that the press is something to deal with.
Number (1)—they call up the individuals
involved; the individuals pose for them;
(2)—they make statements on the type and
size of the gun that was used. I couldn’t
agree more with you in your thinking; don’t
misunderstand me, but I would like to clear
this up. We try to stick to the basic facts,

but we find it almost an impossibility be-
cause of the other ingredients in the situa-
tion, such as the people involved. So, I agree
that we should keep out these statements
that give all detailed information, such as
the caliber of gun we might be looking for,

knife or any of the things that would be ad-
missible as evidence in the Court. But we
have another problem, I’m sure, you are
aware of. We don’t give all the information
out. Most of this information that you are
talking about comes from the persons in-
volved. You see their pictures in the news-
papers, on television, etc. I would like to ask
this question too, while I’m here. Often
time we are asked for photographs of the
individuals, who are arrested and that Judg-
ment as to whether or not we release the pic-
ture is based on many things, but I read in
the papers Just recently where even if you
showed the ID. picture without the number
on it, the Courts were considering this an
invasion of the suspected person's rights. I
wonder if you would say whether we should
release these pictures or not.
Answer: Of a man under arrest?
Question: Yes, sir.

Answer: Well, I don’t think that unless
there is a question of identification involved
in the case

Question: Well, there is always a question
of identification In a robbery, under any cir-
cumstances.
Answer: Well, then I would—if that is a

picture of the man who is under arrest

—

that is not your statement. This is the man
who actually committed the offense. This is
the man you charged?
Question: Yes, sir.

Answer: We try to exercise self-restraint
in the prosecutor’s office and we are under
limitations on what statements we can make.
You will frequently see no comment in con-
nection with any case that is pending trial.
No comment about anything that occurs or
who appears before a Grand Jury. For ex-
ample, we are permitted under the rules of
the Department of Justice to release only
the following information. Now this doesn't
necessarily bind you, but I think the philoso-
phy should he the same; the defendant’s
name, age, residence, employment, marital
status and similar background information.
That's all right. The substance or text of
the charge such as the complainant, indict-
ment or information. The identity of the
investigating and arresting agencies and the
length of the investigation. The circum-
stances immediately surrounding an arrest
including the time and place of arrest, resist-
ance, pursuit, possession and use of weapons
in connection with arrest and the description
of the items seized at the time of arrest.
That is as far as we can go. Now, these are
the things that I think, in your own common
sense, should be the limit of what is released.
Observations about a defendant’s character,
statements, admissions, confessions or alibis
attributed to a defendant should not' be
made. Reference to Investigative procedures
such as fingerprints, polygraph examinations,
ballistic tests or laboratory test should not

be made. Statements concerning the iden-
tity or credibility or testimony of prospective
witnesses and statements concerning evi-
dence or argument In- the case should not be
made. Those are the things that are verbo-
ten-prohibited.
Question: They are all find words and we

like that, but the 251 is a public record.
Also, the arrest book is public record by law.
Now, we have somewhat of a problem there,
I think, because the 251 Form gives a detailed
report of the offense of any arrest made, etc.
Answer: I think if it Is a public record, the

press has access to It. Thank you, Gentle-
men. it has been a pleasure to be here be-
fore you.
Deputy Chief Hartnett: Well men, as Mr.

Bress has told you, this is now the law, and
we will have to adjust and we will have to
comply with It. I know, and you know, we
will have problems accompanying this ad-
justment. There will be Department Orders
issued later.
Now, I urge you that if you have any prob-

lems to consult with you Precinct Super-
visor or Squad Leaders, so thay can present
them to us and we, in turn, can. present any
particular problems to the District Attorney’s
Office for possible answer.

I doubt if I could inspire you with the
equivalent of a half-time pep talk such as
Knute Rockne used to give to his Notre Dame
teams, but nevertheless, I sincerely say, don’t
get discouraged, but get out there and do the
same good Job that you have been doing
all along.
Do you have anything else, Chief Layton?
Chief Layton: Nothing else.

-

Mr. Bress: Chief, I would like to say one
thing, in my seven months as the United
States Attorney, my relationship to the De-
partment has been excellent. My contact
with the Chief has been wonderful. The work
that I have seen your men do in the course
of the past seven months has been inspiring.
I compliment each one of them for the fine
job. I don’t think there is a better Police
Department in the United States—but we
must strive to make it even better.
By direction of the Chief of Police:

John s. Hughes,
Deputy Chief of Police, Acting Executive

Officer.

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Pres-
ident, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the Record a
general order which was issued to the
metropolitan police of the District of
Columbia by the Deputy Chief of Police,
John S. Hughes, on July 16, 1966, the
subject jof which deals with the ques-
tioning of arrested persons.
There being no objection, the general

order was ordered to be printed in the
Record, as follows:

Government op the District op
Columbia, Metropolitan Police
Department,

July ;16, X966.

[General Order No. 9-C, Series 1964]
Subject: Questioning of Arrested Persons.
To the Force:

Under date of June 13, 1966, the Supreme
Court of the United States delivered an opin-
ion in the case of Ernesto A. Miranda vs The
State of Arizona.

In the cited opinion "Custodial Inter-
rogation” is defined as: "Questioning initi-
ated by law enforcement officers after a per-
son has been taken Into custody or otherwise
deprived of his freedom of action in any
significant way.”
The Constiutionol issue decided is the

admissibility of statements obtained from a
defendant questioned while in custody and
deprived of his freedom of action.

The opinion states that the prosecution
may not use statements stemming from cus-
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todlal Interrogation of the defendant unless
It demonstrates the use of procedural safe-

guards effective to secure the privilege

against self-Incrimination
To assure the proper procedural safeguards

are employed the following measures are re-

quired.
Prior to any questioning, the person must

be warned that:
A. He has a right to remain, silent.

B. Any statement he does make may be
used as evidence against him.

O. That he has the right to presence of an
attorney whether retained or assigned.*****

QUESTIONING OF ARRESTED PERSONS

In accordance with the law now defined In

the opinion of the Supreme court of the
United States and recommendations of the
United States Attorney, members of the
Force are directed that:
To comply with the provisions of the law

the arrested person shall be clearly warned
in the following terms:
You are under arrest. Before we ask you

any questions, you must understand what
your rights are.

You have the right to remain silent. You
are not required to say anything to us at any
time or to answer any questions. Anything
you say can be used against you in court.

You have the right to talk to a lawyer
for advice before we question you and to

have him with you during questioning.

If you cannot afford a lawyer and want
one, a lawyer will bo provided for you.

If you want to answer questions now with-
out a lawyer present you will still have the
right to stop answering at any time. You
also have the right to,stop answering at any
time until you talk to a lawyer.'

If necessary, this warning will then be
given in writing or explained in language
which the arrested person can readily under-
stand. If the arrested person is incapable
of understanding any warning, by reason of

alcohol, drugs. Injury or other reason, the
warnings may be postponed until the ar-

rested person is capable of understanding the
warning and questions put to him.

Officers should remember that the critical

point is the time the arrest is made or the
person's freedom of action is limited, for it

is then that the person must be fully advised
of his rights.

If a person is not under arrest and is not
deprived of his freedom of action in any
way, no warning need be given and questions
may be freely asked.
Information obtained by interrogation be-

fore arrest is admlssable and not impaired
by this opinion.
When conducting investigations, officers

shall attempt to develop and complete in
every detail possible the accumulation of
evidence against the suspect prior to making
the arrest.
Whether under arrest or not, spontaneous

statements made by an Individual, not in
response to questions, are admlssable in
evidence. Accurate notes should be made
of such statements.

Unsolicited or volunteered statements of
persons who appear at police stations, or call

in by telephone and state they have com-
mitted a crime, are not barred or affected
by this opinion.

If the defendant indicates in any manner
and at any stage of the process that he
wishes to consult with an attorney before
speaking there can be no questioning.

If the defendant is alone and indicates in
any manner that he does not wish to be in-
terrogated, the police may not question him.

The facts that he may have answered some
questions or volunteered some statements on
his own does not deprive him of the right
to refrain from answering any further in-
quiries until he has consulted with an attor-
ney, and thereafter consents to be ques-
tioned.

If the accused decides to talk to his in-

terrogators, he is still entitled to do so with
the assistance of counsel.
The accused must be clearly informed that

he has the right to consult with a lawyer and.

to have tho lawyer with him during inter-

rogation. This right does not depend on the
accused making tho request.

If the accused states that he wants an at-

torney, the interrogation must cease until

an attorney is present. At that time the In-

dividual must have an opportunity to con-
fer with the attorney and to have him pres-

ent during any subsequent questioning.
If the individual cannot obtain an attor-

ney and he indicates that he wants one be-
fore speaking to police, they must respect his

decision to remain silent.

A defendant may waive these rights, pro-
vided the waiver is made voluntarily, know-
ingly, and intelligently. This necessarily will

require proof that the defendant did com-
pletely understand and freely waive his
rights.
Waiver of rights by an arrested person,

whether oral or written, shall be witnessed
by other officers, but preferably, by other
civilian witnesses already involved, or other-
wise willing to do so.

Questioning should not be lengthy In the
absence of a lawyer. Even with an express
waiver, the Court has stated that lengthy
interrogation before a statement Is made Is

evidence that the waiver is invalid.

Whenever an express waiver is given and a
statement obtained without a lawyer, prompt
presentment before the United States Com-
missioner or the District of Columbia Court
of General Sessions, as required by Rule 5(a)
of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
is still necessary.
The Supreme Court opinion states that an

"express statement that the individual is

willing to make a statement and does not
want an attorney followed closely by a state-

ment could constitute a waiver.”
In order to fully apprise a person interro-

gated of the extent of his rights, it is neces-
sary to warn him not only that he has the
right to consult with an attorney, but, also,

if he is indigent, that a lawyer will be pro-
vided to represent him before questioning.
If he states he wants a lawyer present, it is

then incumbent upon the police to give him
the opportunity to contact his own lawyer
or, if he has none, to make one available to
him through one of the volunteer legal

agencies.
In so doing, the arresting officer shall place

the call to the agency, notify the person
answering, of the name of the arrested per-
son, the place of detention and the offense
charged. A written record of the date, time,
and the person so notified shall be kept as
a part of the case history.

If a lawyer requested by the arrested per-
son comes to the precinct station or Head-
quarters, the arrested person shall be afforded
every reasonable opportunity for confidential
consultation consistent with safeguards
against escape or the commission of an un-
lawful act. If no lawyer appears, and if a
relative or friend requested by the arrested
person comes to the precinct station or
Headquarters, it is advisable that one such
person he permitted to talk for a reasonable
tlpie with the arrested person, though offi-

cers, In their discretion, may admit others.
Communication and access to an arrested

person hy a person other than a lawyer may
be denied or postponed where there Is a rea-
son to believe that it is sought for the pur-
pose of destroying evidence, concealing stolen
property, intimidating witnesses, warning an
accomplice, or arming or facilitating escape
by the arested person. If such communica-
tion or access Is denied, a record shall be
made stating the reason.
In accordance with provisions of Chapter

VI, Sections 8, 9 and 10 of the Manual, every
possible effort shall be made to communicate
with the person or persons whom the arrested

person wishes to notify of his arrest, includ- m
ing use of tho telephone. A record Sk£ll be
made of any request of an arrested person to
communicate with another person. If there

is no request, the officer shall so note.

After the accused person has conferred
with counsel, and it is felt that interroga-
tion is necessary or likely to be productive,
the officer shall repeat the warning of rights

previously given to the accused, while coun-
sel is present and then proceed with the in-

terrogation unless or until terminated by the
arrested person. Close attention should be
given by the interrogator to the questions
asked and the answers volunteered so that
a concise and accurate resumfi can be made
of tho statement. When possible, and with
the agreement of the accused and his coun-
sel, this statement should be reduced to
writing and offered to the accused for his
signature, if time permits and it would not
otherwise cause “unnecessary delay” of ar-

raignment.
Although speed of arraignment is of less

importance now, if a lawyer is present dur-
ing interrogation, it still must bo considered.

When a person wanted by this Department
is arrested in another jurisdiction and has
been subjected to questioning by others,

whenever possible, interrogation by members
of this Department, after advising of rights,

should not begin until the prisoner has been
moved in time and place from his former
surroundings.

Nothing herein prohibits questioning for
information necessary for the booking and
processing of a prisoner through the Identi-
fication Bureau.
Accompanying this order is a "Warning

and Consent" form which shall he executed
whenever an arrested person indicates will-

ingness to waive his rights and make a state-

ment. This includes a "consent to speak”
portion whereby an arrested person may in-
dicate that he desires to waive his rights and
that he fully understands what he is doing.
He shall be given this form to read, or if

unable to read the form it shall be read to
him, after which he shall be allowed to sign
the "consent to speak” portion thereof. The
remainder of the form shall be completed
and then signed by the officer and tho

, witnesses. Other officers may be used as
witnesses: however, it Is preferable to utilize

other than police personnel as witnesses,

if available.

A copy of this General Order, with attach-
ment, shall be distributed to each member of
the Force in accordance with the procedure
outlined in General Order No. 12, Series 1968.

By direction of the Chief of Police

:

John S. Hughes,
Deputy Chief of Police, Acting Executive

Officer.

Order rescinded: General Order No. 9-B,
Series 1964.

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, I have here a “Warning and
Consent” form which has been distrib-

uted to the members of the Police De-
partment of the District of Columbia by
the Deputy Chief of Police. This is a
form which shall be executed whenever
an arrested person indicates willingness
to waive his rights and make a statement.

The form reads as follows

:

Warnings and Consent—Warning as to
Your Rights

You are under arrest. Before we ask you
any questions, you must understand what
your rights are.

You have the right to remain silent. You
are not required to say anything to us at any
time or to answer any questions. Anything
you say can be used against you in Court.
You have the rlglit to talk to a lawyer for

advice before we question you and to have
him with you during questioning.
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^ if you cannot afford a lawyer and want one,

lawye^will be provided for you.
If you want to answer questions now, with-

out a lawyer present, you will still have the
right to stop answering at any time. You
also have the right to stop answering at any
time until you talk to a lawyer.

The suspect is then supposed to add
his signature to the form. His signature
will indicate that he understands his
rights in this matter and that he desires

to waive his rights.

That portion of the form reads as fol-

lows :

CONSENT TO SPEAK

I know what my lights are. I am willing

to make a statement and answer questions.
I do not want a lawyer. I understand and
know what I am doing. No promises or
threats have been made to me or used against
me.

Signature

Date and time
Statement was read by Defendant
Statement was read to Defendant
Signature of Officer

Witnesses :

This form is to be signed by the ar-
rested person and also by the officers and
by witnesses.

I hope that Senators will read this
form and the general order issued by the
Metropolitan Police Department, as a re-
sult of the Supreme Court's June 13 rul-
ings, that they may fully understand the
difficult burden which now has been
added to those already carried by police-
men in their efforts to secure evidence
leading to the conviction of persons who
have committed crimes.
Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, will

the Senator yield?
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. I yield.

Mr. LAUSCHE. • What is the source of
this statement just read by the Senator
from West Virginia—“Warning and Con-
sent,” “Warning As to Your Rights,” and
then “Consent to Speak,” and finally the
signature of the accused or the suspect?
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. The

source is the Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment of the District of Columbia.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Is that what they are
doing now?
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. That is

what is being done.
At first, I presented for the Record a

transcript of a briefing by the U.S. Attor-
ney for the District of Columbia, Mr.
David G. Bress. This was a briefing to
the chief and to the members of the
police department, and the briefing took
place on June 21, which was 8 days after
the Court decision on June 13.

This briefing was then put in the form
of a memorandum and distributed to the
police department personnel.
The next day, on July 16, the General

Order No. 9-C was distributed to the
members of the police force of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and this had to do with
the questioning of arrested persons.
Accompanying the general order was

the form which is to be signed by suspects
and by arresting policemen. Policemen
are to carry this form with them; and if

the suspect is willing to sign the state-
ment, showing that he knowingly, will-

ingly, and intelligently waives his rights,

the suspect is to sign, and the arresting^

policeman is also to sign in the presence
of witnesses.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Am I correct in my
understanding that prior to this Supreme
Court decision, the information imparted
to a suspect dealt primarily with the in-

formation that he had a right to answer
questions or not to answer them, that
whatever he said would be used against
him in court, but that now the following
statement has been added to that general

procedure:
You have the right to talk to a lawyer for

advice before we question you and to have
him with you during questioning.

If you cannot afford a lawyer and want
one, a lawyer will be provided for you.

If you want to answer questions now,
without a lawyer present, you will still have
the right to stop answering at any time.
You also have the right to stop answering.at
any time until you talk to a lawyer.

Xs that the substance of it?

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, in answer to the distinguished

senior Senator from Ohio, I shall read
from the transcript of the briefing by Mr.
David G. Bress. This is what he said at
that time:
Under the Miranda case I have prepared

what I consider to be an appropriate warning,
the exact language of which I am not yet

wedded to. I will probably try and simplify

it for more effective use. That warning now
should state as follows:

(1) You have "been placed under arrest .

You are not required to say anything to us
at any time or to answer any questions.

Anything you say can be used against you in

court.
So far so good, that is not different from

your prior warning.

Prior to the Miranda case.

Mr. LAUSCHE. I was on the bench
for 10 years, and that is the warning
that was usually given.
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Yes.
To proceed, he said:

The second part is also similar to the
prior warning:

(2) You may call a lawyer or a relative or
a friend and they may come here to speaJc

with you . A phone will be made available

to you for that purpose .

That, too, is consistent.

Now, beginning with the third and
fourth—there are only four paragraphs to
this warning—we have the essence of the
case, and I will then go about explaining It.

I think it is better to give it to you in this
highlight first.

(3) You have the right to consult with a
lawyer before we ash you any questions and
to hone such lawyer present with you during
such questioning. You may retain a lawyer
if you are financially able to do so. If you
cannot afford to hire a lawyer, one will be
furnished to you if you so desire, and that
is before questioning, not as in the prior
case, when you go to court.

(4) If you fully understand these rights
which you have, but3 nevertheless, of your
own free will desire to answer questions
about the matter under investigation

,
with-

out the presence of a lawyer; you may waive
such rights and answer the questions. If
you decide to answer questions now without
a lawyer present, you will still have the right
to stop answering at any time. You also
have the right to stop answering at any time
until you talk to a lawyer.

That, in essence, is what the Miranda
case requires, and the Miranda case is

the law.
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Does that answer the question of the
Senator from Ohio?
Mr. LAUSCHE. That answers the

question clearly.
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.

President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Record the follow-
ing articles: an editorial from the July
28, 1966, edition of the Huntington, W.
Va., Advertiser; an article from the June
15, 1966, edition of the Columbus Dis-
patch, Columbus, Ohio ; an editorial
from the June 15, 1966, edition of the
Columbus, Dispatch, Columbus, Ohio; an
editorial from the June 14, 1966, edition
of the Chicago, 111., Tribune; an editorial
from the June 15, 1966, edition of the
New York Daily News; a column by David
Lawrence from the June 15, 1966, edi-
tion of the Washington Evening Star; an
editorial from the June 15, 1966, edition
of the Washington Evening Star; and
a column by Richard Wilson which ap-
peared in the June 17, 1966, edition of
the Washington Evening Star.
There being no objection, the articles

and editorials were ordered to be printed
in the Record, as follows

:

Leniency foe Offenders Is Encouragement
to Violence

The effects of leniency in dealing with
criminals was made clear in the official re-
port of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
released today, reviewing the 6-percent In-
crease in violent crimes during 1965.
In connection with the report Attorney

General Nicholas deB. Katzenbach disclosed
that crimes such as murder, robbery, bur-
glary and aggravated assault during the year
numbered more than two and three-quarters
million.
The FBI record of 135,000 known offenders

revealed that three of every four had a prior
arrest. The entire group had an average
criminal career of more than 10 years during
which they averaged five arrests.
Forty-eight percent had been arrested in

two or more states, and over half had bene-
fited from leniency in the form of parole,
probation, conditional release or suspended
sentence.

After the first leniency the group averaged
more them three arrests.

FBI records also exposed the extent to
which repeaters contribute continuously to
the national crime problem. A record of
over 6,900 offenders who were released be-
tween January and June, 1963, after having
been charged, showed that 48 percent were
arrested for new crimes within two years.
Fifty-nine percent of the burglars, 70 per-

cent of the auto thieves and 64 percent of
the robbers repeated during that time.
How the United States Supreme Court and

other tribunals can Justify their recent
trend of finding new unprecedented techni-
calities for releasing criminals in the face of
these statistics is beyond the comprehension
of the people that suffer from increasing
violence.
The 46-percent increase in serious crimes

Just since 1960 should certainly cause some
effort to apply the only known remedy

—

swift, certain and adequate punishment.
The trend of the times, however, is not

only to show leniency to criminals but to
create the Impression that law-enforcement
officers are a bunch of sadistic characters who
get their kicks from brutalising offenders.

The restrictions that the Supreme Court
has thrown up to protect criminals from po-
lice questioning can open the way for almost
sure acquittal from any crime.

If, for instance, Richard Speck, the man
charged with the mass murder of eight Chi-
cago student nurses, would ignore the advice
of his attorney and insist on confessing de-
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spite constitutional rights recently set up by
the Supreme Court, he would certainly make
a good case for a plea of insanity.
The only apparent way out of this absurd

situation for law enforcement Is a constitu-
tional amendment imposing reasonable con-
ditions for accepting voluntary confessions
In evidence,

[Prom the Columbus (Ohio) Dispatch,
June 15, 1966]

Saxbe Raps Court Ruling on Interroga-
tion—Says Way Open for Lawless to
"Tree Town"
Ohio Atty. Gen. William B. Saxbe forecast

bleakly Tuesday the U.S. Supreme Court has
opened the way for the lawless "to 'tree* the
town."
Saxbe borrowed the phrase from Western

lore. It referred to desperadoes taking six-
gun control of small settlements.
The attorney general Joined untold num-

bers of police and prosecutors who received
with dismay the court's Monday decision re-
garding self-incrimination.
The far-reaching, 5-4 decision, laid down

rules which make it impossible for police to
question an uncooperative suspect and fur-
ther weakened the legal effect of oral or
written confessions, Saxbe said:

"I think the decision Is a bunch of
the out-spoken attorney general

fumed.
Saxbe, who has been instrumental in at-

tempting to raise pay scales and employment
qualifications for Ohio lawmen, asserted the
high court has imposed a nearly insurmount-
able block to law enforcement.
"The police officer today has got to be a

diplomat, a combat soldier, a psychologist, a
social worker and an expert marksman—yet
he gets paid less than a street cleaner,"
Saxbe stormed.

"Certainly there are places where the train-

ing—the background—of officers may be defi-

cient, but with what those men are paid,

we’re lucky to have them," Saxbe argued.
The Attorney General pointed out that po-

lice, "to maintain law and order, must have
the force. You can't Just let the hoodlums
have the muscle.

"They'll run wild while the poor police-

man's behind the tree, reading his rule book
to find out what he can do about it," Saxbe
warned.
Justice John M. Harlan, one of the four

who disagreed with the majority decision,

had commented in his strongly worded dis-

sent: "The social costs of crime are too great
to call the new rules anything but hazardous
experimentation."

Prior to the decision, attorneys general of

27 states had urged the High Court to im-
pose no further limits on the questioning of
criminal suspects.

[From the Columbus (Ohio) Dispatch, June
15, 1966]

rights op Lawful Society Shaken by
Warren Opinion

It takes a rare provocation to bring per-
sonalities into the ordinarily staid address of
justices of the United States Supreme Court.
But the division of opinion generated by
Chief Justice Earl Warren's further limita-
tion of interrogation as an instrument of
law enforcement gave evidence that the pop-
ular misgivings about the chief justice's

advocacy of permissiveness reach into the
body of the court.
Most recent finding of the Warren-led

majority which denies police the right to
question suspects In criminal Investigations
without the subjects’ consent brought a
heated rebuttal from Justice John M. Harlan
who contended the chief Justice had Intro-

duced a "new doctrine" and warned against
anyone being "fooled by it."

Justice Harlan’s strongest point was made
when he declared the ruling, which favors

criminals over law-abiding citizens, “a one-
sided proposition that ignored the other side
of the equation—the side of society."

As in the 1964 Escobedo ruling this week’s
decision, which extended the liberal philos-
ophy of Escobedo was a close vote with the
narrowest majority of one following the
Warren leadership.
Each advancement of Chief Justice War-

ren's legal thinking weakens the case of the
state In criminal actions. The task of law en-
forcement is multiplied at a time when It Is

already under heavy pressure from a rising
crime rate.
Communism’s fifth column Is proffered a

new security under the law and the day is

readily foreseeable when contempt of official

Investigative bodies by the abuse of the
Fifth Amendment will no longer be repre-
hensible.

Justice Byron R. White, another of the dis-
senting minority, assailed the Warren thesis
as being without precedent or basis In the
nation's law. He said;
"In some Tinknown number of cases the

court's rule will return a killer, a rapist or
other criminal to the streets and the en-
vironment which produced him, to repeat
his crime whenever it pleases him. As a
consequence there will be not a gain but a
loss in human dignity.”
We concur in the dissent.

[From the Chicago (111.) Tribune,
June 14, 1966]

Why Police Get Gray
A divided decision by the Supreme Court

yesterday makes it even more difficult to
hang a conviction on a criminal defendant.
Taken in conjunction with a long series of
previous holdings by the court, the decision
throws up another roadblock in the path of
the police and prosecutors.
The court embellished and extended its

previously enunciated doctrine that a con-
fession may not he Introduced in court un-
less a man under arrest Is given all the
breaks. Police must warn a suspect from
the outset that he may remain silent. He
must be told that he is entitled to the pres-
ence of an attorney from the moment he is

taken Into custody, and even before that.
He must be warned that anything he says
may be used in evidence against him.

Only if the person under arrest waives
these court-defined rights can the state or
federal government take advantage of his
admissions. But his decision to do so must
be made "voluntarily, knowingly, and intel-
ligently," and at any stage in the proceed-
ings he may break off and demand a lawyer.
It takes little Imagination to see what a
fruitful field these conditions open on ap-
peal. By asking for a lawyer anywhere along
the line, a defendant stands a good chance
of invalidating the whole of a confession.
And, if he does not exercise his protective
options, it can always he contended that he
was not acting "intelligently."

Chief Justice Warren, speaking for the
majority, remarked that the court had ar-
rived at its decision after reviewing its 1964
decision reversing the conviction of an Illi-

nois defendant, Danny Escobedo, accused of
murder. The court on that occasion held
that any incriminating statement made after
refusal of a request to see a lawyer cannot
he introduced into evidence, thereby over-
ruling a case decided only six years before.

In yesterday’s decision, governing four
.criminal cases, the court expanded the Esco-
bedo doctrine, which extended the right to
counsel to a suspect in a police station.
Now the right to counsel operates from the
moment a suspect is taken into custody or
"otherwise deprived of his freedom of action
in any significant way."
Three of four cases before the court were

decided on a 5 to 4 vote, and the other by
6 to 3. Conviotions Invalidated Involved

charges in one case of the murdf-sr of a„

'

woman and the robbery of four oi&ars: of
robbing two federally insured lending insti-

tutions: of the kidnap-rape of an 18-year-
old girl; and the robbery of a dres3 shop.
The court professed it3elf anxious “to Gcoure
the privileges against self-incrimination."
The oourt began to express its aversion to

confessions of any nature as far back as

1957, when it forbade federal [but not stato]

police to use statements produced during
pre-commitment interrogation. That ruling
saved Andrew Mallory from a. death sentence
for rapo in Washington, D.C. Three years
later he was convicted of tho same offense

In Philadelphia and is now serving a stato

sentence of 11% to 23 years.
In his dissent from the Escobedo decision

two years ago. Justice White objected: "Un-
til now there simply has been no right guar-
anteed by the federal Constitution to be
free from the use at a trial of a voluntary
admission made prior to indictment. . . .

Today’s decision cannot be squared with
other provisions of the Constitution which,
in my view, define the system of criminal
justice this court is empowered to admin-
ister."

Yesterday Justice White and his dissent-

ing colleagues found themselves hollering

down the old Warren rail barrel, while the
majority, in Justice Black’s characterization

of a year ago, continued blithely to sit as

"a day-to-day constitutional convention."

[From the New York (N.Y.) Dally News, June
15, 1066]

So Why Have Cops and DA’s?

The Earl Warren Supreme Court on Mon-
day handed down a 5-4 ruling making it ex-
tremely difficult if not impossible for police

to get confessions out of arrested persons

—

or for courts to admit any such confessions
in evidence at the ensuing trials.

Arrestees must ho told on arrest that they
don’t have to talk to the police and can de-
mand attorneys at once (paid by the taxpay-
ers if the accused is broke or says he or she
is) , and that anything they say may be used
against them.

This is the British system, plus. Remem-
ber all those expertly written English mur-
der yarns in which Inspector Gideon or
Whom-have-you of Scotland Yard tells every
arrestee: "I must warn you that anything
you say," etc.?

The catch is that Britons by and large are
law-abiding, and many criminal strains in
the British population were cut off by the old
laws carrying the death penalty for dozens of
offenses—whereas the American people have
a tradition of rebellion, for better or worse,
going back to the Revolution and Civil War.
This new ruling may force police and dis-

trict attorneys to do smarter detective work
and evidence-assembling. Let’s only hope it

doesn't turn the criminal element loose on
decent people, and thereby spark revivals of
Old West-style Vigilante-ism. But let's not
bet on those hopes.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
June 15, 19t)6]

The New “Safeguards” for Suspects

(By David Lawrence)
An unwitnessed crime hereafter may

never be punished, particularly if the sus-
pect knows enough to keep his mouth shut.
Police officers have just been told by the Su-
preme Court of the United States that, im-
mediately after they take a suspect into cus-
tody and prior to any questioning, they must
warn him that anything he says may be used
against him. They must specifically advise
him of his right not to answer any question
and of his right to have counsel beside him
during any interrogation to which he may
consent.

If the suspect indicates "in any manner
and at any stage of the process” that he
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grants t^consult with, a lawyer before speak-
ing or iJiiat he does not wish to be interro-

gated, there can be no questioning. Unless
the prosecution demonstrates that it has used
these "procedural safeguards” in behalf of
the defendant, even voluntary confessions are
not admissible as evidence in a court.
When the Supreme Court, by a 5-to-4 de-

cision, said this week that these "safeguards”
are required by the Constitution, a sweeping
change was made in the methods of handling
persons accused of crime in America. Law-
enforcement agencies now are confronted
with new obstacles to the protection of men,
women and children and to the prevention
and punishment of crime.
The Constitution does say that ho individ-

ual "shall be compelled in any criminal case
to be a witness against himself” and that an
accused person has the right “to have the
assistance of counsel for his defense.” But
until recent years this has been construed
to refer to trial procedures, and never before
have these rights been extended so broadly
to include questioning at the police station.

Police officers in some cases have undoubt-
edly intimidated persons suspected of a crime,
and in other instances have managed in a
tactful way to elicit what are called “volun-
tary” confessions.
Now if a suspect makes any statement

which is later used in court, the police have
to prove that before the interrogation he was
fully advised of his rights and had available
the services of an attorney—who must be
appointed for him if he is unable to retain
one on bis own. The suspect can waive such
rights only if it is done "voluntarily, know-
ingly and intelligently."

Chief Justice Warren—joined by Justices
Black, Douglas, Fortas and Brennan—says
all tbis is in accord with the basic require-
ments of the Constitution. Four of the
nine members of the court—Justices Clark,
White, Harlan and Stewart—dissented and
take the view that the court has gone too
far.

Certainly more police officers now will be
required in order to detect crimes. Since
a policeman or even a witness seldom is

present when a crime is committed, it be-
comes difficult, if not impossible, to produce
indisputable proof when those suspected of
complicity in the crime cannot be ques-
tioned without their consent.
Some of the justices in the minority think

that it is enough to require that a confes-
sion be voluntary and that it wasn't neces-
sary for the court to stress the need for the
presence of counsel at all times or the fact
that the suspect can remain silent if he
wishes. Justice White, in his dissenting
opinion, declares:
"The most basic function of any govern-

ment is to provide for the security of the
individual and of his property. The rule
announced today will measurably weaken
the ability of the criminal law to perform
in these tasks.”

Justice Harlan, in his dissent, says that
the court now has extended the Fifth
Amendment privilege to the police station,
and he adds:
"Nothing in the letter or the spirit of the

Constitution or in the precedents squares
with the heavy-handed and one-sided action
that is so precipitously taken by the court in
the name of fulfilling its constitutional re-
sponsibilities.”
Many states and bar associations have

been struggling to find a system that would
improve law enforcement, particularly with
reference to the handling of suspects in
police stations. Chief Justice Warren says
k^Ut the decision this week does not interfere
[with further efforts in that direction. But
Lnany lawyers will wonder Just how any rules
lean be drawn up that will induce suspects
Ito tell the police anything If even mere
lyx^versation with a person in custody can-
Hot be used in court against him and now is

®garded as a form of duress.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,

June 15, 1966]

Green Light for Criminals

The Supreme Court’s 5 to 4 ruling on police
questioning of criminal suspects will be re-
ceived with rejoicing by every thug in the
land. For without a doubt it is a ruling
which will grievously handicap the police
and make it much easier for a criminal to
beat tbe rap.
The murky torrent of words embodied in

Chief Justice Warren’s opinion tends to ob-
scure some aspects of the ruling. But the
salient points come through clearly enough.

Henceforth, once the police have taken a
suspect into custody, they cannot lawfully
ask him any questions unless four warnings
have been given, (l) The suspect must be
plainly advised that he need not make any
statement. (2) He must be Informed that
anything he says may be used against bim
in a trial. (3) He must be told that he has
a right to have an attorney present through-
out the questioning. (4) If the suspect is

an Indigent, he must be assured that he will
be furnished a lawyer free of charge. Unless
all of these conditions are met no. confession
or other evidence obtained during an inter-
rogation can be used against the suspect.
The Chief Justice makes the remarkable

observation that "our decision is not in-
tended to hamper the traditional function
of police officers in investigating crime.”
Intent aside, he must know that this is in
fact a decision whioh will not only hamper
but will largely destroy tbe traditional police
function, at least as far as interrogation is

concerned.
Why? Because any lawyer called in to sit

beside a guilty prisoner is going to tell him
to say nothing to the police. He would be
derelict in his duty were he to do otherwise.
In the face of this, the Chief Justice blandly
suggests that there is nothing in the decision
which requires “that police stop a person
who enters a police station and states that
he wishes to confess to a crime.” How true I

And how often in the proverbial blue moon
will tbis happen?
The deplorable fact Is that this ruling, as

far as tbe public is concerned, will most di-
rectly affect the vicious types of crime—the
murders, the yokings, the robberies and the
rapes where It often is impossible to assemble
enough evidence, without a confession, to
obtain convictions. All the criminal need
do is to demand a lawyer—and then the
police, under the practical effect of this de-
cision, will be unable to ask him question
No. 1. What was It the President said tbout
ridding our cities of crime so law-ahiding
citizens will be safe in their homes, on the
streets and In their places of busines?
The dissents by Justices Harlan, Clark,

Stewart and White were sharply-worded. It
Is necessary to read them to understand the
frality of the grounds upon which the ma-
jority rests this unprecedented ruling. But
a few excerpts are helpful. Justice Harlan:
"Nothing in the letter or the spirit of the
Constitution or in the prccendents squares
with the heavy-handed and one-sided ac-
tion that Is so precipitously taken by the,
court in the name of fulfilling its constitu-j
tional responsibilities.” Justice White :

'

"The real concern is not the unfortunate
consequences of this new decision on the
criminal law * * *, hut the impact on those-
who rely on the public authority for pro-
tection and who without it can only engage
in violent self-help with guns, knives and
the help of their neighbors similarly in-
clined.” Justice Clark: "To require all
those things (demanded in the majority
opinion) should cause the court to choke
over more cases than (those) which It ex-
pressly overrules today.”
A final point. The newest member of the

court. Justice Fortas, voted with the ma-
jority. But when he testified at a Senate
Judiciary Committee hearing on confirma-
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tion of his appointment last year he said
he believed that an "adequate opportunity”
for police Interrogation of persons accused
or suspected of crime "Is absolutely essen-
tial to law enforcement.” Under this deci-
sion, which Justice Fortas Joined, opportun-
ity for police interrogation becomes, not
adequate, but virtually impossible. Law en-
forcement, and especially tbo public, will
suffer accordingly.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
June 17, 1966]

Court’s 5-to-4 Ruling on “Human
Personality”

(By Richard Wilson)
The demeanor of the Supreme Court when

the recent opinions were read on getting
confessions from suspected criminals re-
vealed that the venerable Justices are very
wrought up over issues of high emotional
content.
They are wrestling with a peculiarly

modern problem much debated on the cam-
puses of the universities and in intellectual
circles. In the court’s language this is the
matter of respect for the “inviolability of
tbe human personality.”
This legally obtuse language can cover a

lot of ground, ranging from the college boy
who does not wish to be drafted to tbe
demonstrator in the streets and on to the
beat poet who peddles the delights of LSD
and marijuana, all in the name of respect
for the human personality.
The court has been seized with the prob-

lem over a wide range. The sanctity of the
human personality emerges in the court’s
terms on such matters as the right to pass-
ports, birth control, school prayers, race re-
lations, politics. Communist affiliations.
As most recently applied, the court comes

down 5 to 4 with what amounts to a new
law ending any attempt by the police to
induce, trick or persuade suspected criminals
into confessing. They can still confess, if
they insist, but not until proof can be given
that they do so of their own free will after
being advised that they can remain silent
and have a lawyer at their side. As a prac-
tical matter talking a criminal into con-
fessing might as well be abandoned as a
police practice from now on.
What the court is doing is debating tbe

values of our time and not without rancor
but wholly without consensus on matters
vitally important to the general public.
The recent issue Is only legalist!cally the

principle of protecting the rights of the ac-
cused so that he is not intimidated or ter-
rified hy the atmosphere of the station house
into acting and speaking against his own in-
terests protected by the Constitution. If
that were the case, the dissenting opinions
revealed that the decision would have been
better than 5 to 4.

The true Issue involves the majority’s
eager crusading spirit tipping the balance
of Justice toward the criminal and without
equal regard for those against whom the
criminal has offended nor the responsibility
of tbe state to protect life and property.

Social activism by the five justices usually
thinking in concert is what Is causing the
trouble in the Supreme Court, and permits
the vote of one man to decide issues of great
importance. Franklin D. Roosevelt had a
remedy for his time. He would have nearly
doubled the court’s membership so that its
views would be more broadly representative,
and thus more convincing.
£ut in Roosevelt’s day the court was sanc-

tified and immutable. One might as well
have talked of Increasing the membership
in the Holy Trinity. Today we see the court
in a different light, more as a tribunal than
as a court in the hallowed sense, with five
of nine tribunes issuing decisions that re-
semble laws, or edicts and who delve deep
into the sociological and psychological un-
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known for guidance In Interpreting or re-
stating the Constitution.
What is being discusced hero is not tho

school desegregation decision. That wa3
unanimous. But for the last 12 years only
one-third of the court’s decisions have been
unanimous, and the 5-to-4 line-up often
emerges in critical cases. A 5-to-4 decision
is not convincing, it can always be over-
turned. If President Johnson had appointed
to the court a Justice like John Harlan in-
stead of Abe Fortas, the decision would have
gone another way in the confessions case.
The criticism of the Warren Supreme

Court is not confined to those who don’t like
the school prayer decision or politicians who
don’t like the apportionment decision or
the people who now fear that Warren permis-
siveness will help many a murderer, rapist
and narcotics peddler beat the rap. Extrem-
ists who wish to “impeach Earl Warren’’
have a more rational counterpart in. re-
spected law professors and members of the
Supreme Court itself who are becoming In-
creasingly sharp, not to say heated. In their
objections.
When there is this much smoke there is

bound to be quite a fire. Chief Justice War-
ren added fuel to It by not merely defining
the principle of freely given confessions, but
by writing an edict thousands of words long
on the conditions of admissible confessions.
This essay was so diffuse and so fuzzy that

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— SENA*]^
enforcement officials in tho effective
maintenance of law and order as created
by the decision in the Miranda case.
Under the language of amendment 5

of the Constitution, the Supreme Court
has interpreted the following clause as
justifying the pronouncement that five
of its judges made in the Miranda case:
“nor shall—any person—be compelled in
any criminal case to be a witness against
himself.”
The court construed that to mean that

when a person is apprehended under
circumstances indicating his possible
connection with a crime, the officers, be-
fore they question him, in addition to
what had been the practice for years
gone by, must go on to tell him that he
has a right to have a lawyer present; that
if he does not have the money to hire a
lawyer, the Government will provide him
with a lawyer; that if he begins answer-
ing questions succeeding that informa-
tion without a lawyer, he may determine
to ask for a lawyer.
My only comment is that I wish to

join with the prosecutors, the judges, and
the general public in expressing the view
that the majority members of the Su-

any first year law student should be able to preme Court for some strange reason
void a criminal's confession, no matter how look around for justification to impose
freely given. Warren said, in effect, that his this burden upon the law enforcement
edict could be accepted as if it were a law officials of our country. The criminal
untli congress or the legislatures come up now ls shielded beyond what the framers
with something as good of better. 0f our Constitution ever intended. The
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Supreme Court has thrown practically

President, I yield the floor. an impregnable barrier around the
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will criminal, that barrier being so strong

the Senator from Washington yield me that it will be incapable of penetration,
1 minute? and making the prosecution of criminals
Mr. MAGNUSON. I am happy to yield most difficult,

to the Senator from Montana.
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I

want to compliment and commend the
distinguished Senator from West Vir-
ginia CMr. Byrd] who has made a major

GRAND JURY FINDS COMMUNISTS
ORGANIZED CLEVELAND RIOT
Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, yester-

speech on one of the most troublesome day the grand jury of Cuyahoga County
subjects in our country today.
He has made a great deal of research

on this subject, as he always does,
putting his finger accurately on the facts
and figures which we need to know.

I would hope that the Senate, the ad-
ministration, and the people of this
country would pay attention to the re-
marks made by the Senator from West
Virginia CMr. Byrd] , because they .are to
the point and call attention to a problem
which is not getting better but is getting
worse as the weeks go by.
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. I thank

the distinguished senior Senator from
Montana.
Mr. LAUSCHE, Will the Senator*from

Washington yield me 5 minutes of time,
please?
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I

ask unanimous consent that the Senator
from Ohio proceed on his own time for
10 minutes. The reason I am doing this
is that we are running out of time on the
bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator fi;om Ohio is recognized for, 10
minutes.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, I com-
mend the Senator from West Virginia
for his very effective paper presented to
the Senate on this day, dealing with the
severe crimp that will be imposed upon
the police of our country and upon law

returned a report to the common pleas
court of that county, dealing with the
riots that took place in Cleveland a few
weeks ago. The finding of that grand
jury, in my judgment, is of the utmost
importance to every citizen in the United
States.

I wish to read the finding of the grand
jury- It will be recalled that 96 build-
ings were burned down, lives were taken,
bodies were injured, and many other tres-
passes were committed.
The1 grand jury of Cuyahoga County

is made of 15 citizens. This particular
grand jury had as its foreman Mr. Louis
B. Seltzer, the former editor of the Cleve-
land Press, who served in the capacity
of editor for 36 years.

This is what the grand jury reported:
This Jury finds that the outbreak of law-

lessness and disorder was both organized,
precipitated and exploited by a relatively
small group of trained and disciplined pro-
fessionals In this business.

With respect to that finding, 10 days
ago in Chicago I made the statement
that the riots were so replete with ex-
pert action that only one conclusion
could be drawn; and that was that tho
movements were centrally directed and
planned.

The grand jury went on to say:
They—

August 10, I960'w *4
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And by “they” is meruit theser^rofes-*
sionals

—

were aided and abetted, wittingly or other-
wise, by misguided people of all ages and
colors, many of whom are avowed believers
In violence and extremism, and some who are
either members of, or officers, in the Com-
munist Party.

Tragically, Mr. President, in the riots
were hundreds of innocent people, and
especially innocent Negroes. They did
not know in their participation that in
the background were Communists and
organizers who precipitated and ex-
ploited the riots.

I read further from the report of the
grand jury:
This Jury considers it regrettable and un-

fortunate for the community’s sake that the
legal statutes of Ohio and Cuyahoga County
are either so outmoded or inadequate in their
scope that these responsible irresponsible^
cannot at this time be reached by specific
indictments for their infamous activities.

With regard to this finding, I wish to
call to the attention of Senators that an
amendment has been placed in the civil

rights bill in the House of Representa-
tives which would make individuals who
precipitate, organize, or plan violence
and riots in a community subject to Fed-
eral prosecution. When that measure
comes before the Senate, it behooves us
to make certain that it remains in the
bill.

I shall read further from the findings
of the grand jury:
This Jury further believes that, even

though what already happened Is both re-
grettable and tragic in every conceivable
human aspect, there is a grave potentiality
for repetition of these disorders, or others
like them, occurring elsewhere in this com-
munity.

I would add to that finding that there
is a grave potentiality of repetition of
riots not only in Cleveland but also in
every metropolitan center in the coun-
try. In my judgment, the Lansing riot,

the New York-Harlem riot, the Los
Angeles riot, and the Cleveland riot are
trial runs. They are drills under which
these Communist leaders are perfecting
their technique, making it possible for
them to spread the destruction, spread
the disorder, and spread the impotency J

of government throughout the country. I

Mr. President,-this is another finding: I

It was established before the Jury that the I
leaders of the W. E. B. DuBols Club and the I
Communist Youth Party, with interchange-
able officers and virtually identical concepts, I
arrived In Cleveland only a few days beforeM
the Hough area disorders.

These men who came from Chicago, NewH
York, and Brooklyn . . . they were seen con-H
stantly together. They mode swift contact®
with other Clevelanders who, the evidence®
showed, are leaders of the Communist Party®
throughout the Ohio Valley district, includ-®
ing Cleveland. -H

I repeat that the tragedy of the riots®
is the fact that hundreds of innocent®
Negroes become enmeshed in demon-®
strations, not knowing at all that tfcg®
Communists are standing in the back-®
ground pulling the strings and directing®
the operations. H
In Cleveland the rioters had supplies®

of Molotov bombs, and they met at El®
JFK club and discussed the planning®
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Reference is made to memorandum dated 9/7/66 from

I

Mr*. Wick to Mr* DeLoach concerning copies of FBI documents
which appeared to have been passed to Senator Byrd by the
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) * It was recommended that
the Liaison Agent advise CIA concerning this matter and that
if the Agency could not prove to our satisfaction that it was
responsible, a vigorous protest was to be lodged* The
Director's notation was "Most certainly do so promptly* H*"

Because of the obviously serious nature of this
matter, the Liaison Agent contacted the Office of Richard
Helms, Director, CIA, on the morning of 9/9/66* The Agent
was informed that Helms was involved in a lengthy conference

1 at the White House and that upon the completion of the
conference he was departing from the city, returning
Monday, 9/12/66*

This matter could be taken up with one of the
subordinate CIA officials but it is believed.that, the
Director of CIA should be fully aware of this situation and
if CIA is guilty, as it appears to" be, Helms should 'be*

emphatically impressed with our displeasure for such
uncalled-for activity*

ACTION ;

If approved, the Liaison Agent will handle this
matter with Helms on 9/12/66*
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Reference is made to my memorandum dated 9/9/66.

concerning copies of FBI documents which appeared to have*-*

been passed to Senator Byrd by the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) . ^ ^

The Liaison Agent met with Richard Helms, Dire&feor
of CIA, on 9/12/66, briefed him concerning this matter, and
made it very clear that all of the evidence in our possession
very strongly indicated that CIA was responsible for passing
copies of Bureau documents to Senator Byrd. The Agent
emphasized that unless CIA could establish that this was not
true, we were legging a strong protest. The Agent informed
Helms that in view’ of the obviously serious nature of this

/

matter, -we would appreciate immediate action from CIA in o^der
to resolve this matter with a minimum of delay.

Helms replied that it was difficult for him to believe
that anyone would be so stupid to become involved in such, acti-
vity, JBut he has learned through bitter expedience that "anything
is possible." He stated that he would take immediate action
since_he fully appreciated that a situation such iiW'Tshisv

adversely affected working relations between the tw.oQ agoneies

.

It wagf very apparent that Helms was decidedly disturbed
1,

over
this^development.

.s About an hour later. Helms contacted the Liaison Agent
and advised that he had called in John Warner, who handles CIA’s
liaison with Congress. Also summoned were Warner’s office
staff. Warner and his subordinates told Helms that CIA has
had little or no contact with Senator Byrd and they emphatically
denied being involved in the activity as described by the Bureau.
jWarner subsequently checked his office records and told Helms
that there »was no record of - any contact with Senator-JByrd on
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Memorandum to W. C. Sullivan
From D. J. Brennan, Jr.
RE; LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS CONCERNING

I ITO SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D.-W.VA)

this matter* Helms informed the Liaison Agent that under the
circumstances he had no alternative but to order a thorough
investigation within his agency. He gave instructions to
Howard Osborne to investigate and do so thoroughly. Osborne
subsequently confirmed to the Liaison Agent that Helms spelled
out his instructions in no uncertain terras that "this thing
had to be pinned down."

For your information, Osborne has been most coopera-
tive with the Bureau having given us valuable assistance on
numerous sensitive matters. It is believed that he Will give
us maximum cooperation in this particular matter.

ACTION;

Liaison will follow closely with CIA in order to
resolve this in an expeditious manner.

- 2 -
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MAY \962 EDITION
OSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATESiERNMENT

Memorandum
TO : Mr. DeLoach

FROM : R. E. Wick

date: September 7,

P
subjeg^LEAK o:

s*'

BI,DOCUMENTS CONCERNING
TO SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D . —W. VA. )attN‘

b6
b7C SYNOPSIS

vj)

Following a telephonic request from Senator Byrd, SA Bowers
was sent to furnish him public source information on three individuals.

Expressing disappointment at brevity of data furnished, Senator Byrd
'

stated, "Why can’t a United States Senator, the best friend the FBI has in

the Senate*, get information directly from the FBI which he has already
received from a third party. " He produced Xerox copies of two FBI b6
investigative reports and one FBI letterhead memorandum concerning b 7c

Told that only the Attorney General can release results

of FBI investigations, he was asked to identify his source and to turn oyer
the documents. He declined to name his source or to release the documents ^

£N
'

t

since they would lead to his source, pointing out he could not in good
.conscience violate a trust. He said he did not get the copies from the

[Department of Justice. A check of Bufiles reveals we furnished copies
of the three documents in the Senator’s possession to CIA on 2/3/66. CIA
fis only agency, aside from the Department of Justice, to get copies of two
of documents. This, plus appearance of copies in possession of Senator

JlMthe appearance of so-called property stamp not used on copies sent to

^^llpepartment), indicates CIA was his source.

I

CV

vs
<

%

bx

Lv

v!

^ !

, CSThe Senator also revealed he has another documents con-^

~]which reportedly came from the FBI and which he obtained\ X ^
4- "LT4 i rJ/-v rtrt -v»-? v^4-5 4 n -i 4* to n rtAntr A*P ^

X-

cermng l

Iromadifferent source. His description of this indicates it is a copy of

a blind memorandum furnished DC Commissioner John B. Duncan. This
document was not observed, and the Senator also declined to name his

source for it. The necessity to maintain FBI files inviolate was explained b 6

to the Senator and he was cautioned that if he makes any use of the data £j
hlc

he paraphrase it and not attribute it to FBI. He promised to carefully/\^

1 -

1 -

Mr.
Mr.

DeLoach
Sullivan

(
'/

] ' / DWB:rlf/mjl

1 - Mr. Rosen
1 -*M. A. Jones
!Vf'' CONTINUED--OVER

6 2SEP 30*966^
/^t* //b j- -

. . ,

Sj p : tu* 9/9/u



Memorandum from Mr. Wick to Mr. DeLoach
Re: LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS CONCERNING

ffO SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-W. Va.

)

RECOMMENDATIONS

:

(1) That Bureau liaison representative advise CIA
that Senator Byrd has copies of FBI documents which apparently

could only have come from that agency. If CIA cannot prove to

our satisfaction that they are not responsible for this, a vigorous

protest should be lodged. ^ *

(2) That the en^los^d airtel be sent to Washington
Field Office instructing the SAC to personally contact Commissioner
John B. Duncan concerning the apparent leak of part of the information

furnished him and, in the absence of proof that he or his office is not

the source of this leak to lodge a vigorous |)£otest. .
t

A f Oa v ».
^ I

Vi

\

/ /

- la-

(DETAILS - CONTINUED OVER)



Memorandum from Mr. Wick to Mr. DeLoach
Re: LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS CONCERNING

|
TO SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-W. Va.)

DETAILS:

Senator Byrd telephonically contacted you (Mr. DeLoach)
on 9/1/66, requesting background information which we might have
available on three individuals he identified as involved in recent racial

disturbances in Southeast Washington. He identified these individuals

asl I

b6
b7C

Per instructions, SA David W. Bowers contacted

Senator Byrd on 9/2/66 to furnish him brief public source information

we have on the three individuals. Senator Byrd expressed disappoint-

ment at the brevity of the information furnished and commented, ’’Why
can’t a United States Senator, the best friend the FBI has in the Senate,

get information directly from the FBI which he has already received
from a third party. ” When asked what he meant, Senator Byrd reached
into his brief case and produced Xerox copies of two FBI investigative

reports and an FBI letterhead memorandum, all dealirig with

b6
b7C

SAf
These documents are identified as: the report of

]dated 8/7/61 at Mobile, captioned ’’Unknown Subjects;

]- Victim, Civil Rights;” the report of SAj I
dated

9/21/61 at Mobile under the same caption; and a letterhfead memorandum
dated 7/29/63 at Chicago under the dual caption of ’’March on Washington,

August 28, 1963, Racial Matters -| |lnformation Concerning. ”

(The originals of these documents are enclosed./

b6
b7C

Bowers told the Senator that the Attorney General is the only

person who can release results of FBI investigations outside of Executive

I

Branch agencies. He was asked if_heJiad_received the copies from the

Attorney General or the Department of Justice. Hejsaidhe had not. He then

was asked where he obtained the documents; HeUeclined to state since

- 2 -

(CONTINUED-OVER)



Memorandum from Mr. Wick to Mr. DeLoach
Re: LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS

he said to do so would violate a confidence. It was pointed out to him
that whoever furnished him the documents had violated a confidence.

His attention was directed to the statement appearing at the bottom of

the first page of the three documents in his possession to the effect

that the document is the property of the FBI, is loaned to the agency,
is not to be disseminated outside the agency and is furnished to the

agency in response to its name check request. (This information is

stamped on FBI reports and letterhead memoranda sent to other

agencies in answer to name check requests.)

The Senator was told that it is of the utmost importance
that FBI files remain inviolate if we are to continue to receive the

cooperation of the general public and particularly of our sources, many
of whom risk their lives to provide us information. He again was asked
for the identity of his source of these documents and he was requested to

turn over the documents to Bowers. The Senator replied that in good
conscience he would not identify his source nor could he turn over the

documents since this would enable us to trace them back to his source.
He stated that he can now fully appreciate our concern over copies of

1 our reports getting out and commented that he will insure no one ever
I sees the documents he has or knows of his possession of them. He
indicated he may even destroy them. He stated he had .contemplated
using the information contained in the documents regarding

! |
in a

speech on the floor of the Senate and for this reason he had wanted to

obtain the information directly from the FBI. He was told that we, of

course, cannot prevent his using the information, but that if he does, he
should carefully paraphrase it and under no circumstances indicate

that it came from the FBI. He said he certainly would not attribute

any such information to the FBI and that if he used it he would change
it considerably.

The Senator then commented that he had another

document on| |which also reportedly came from the FBI. He
said this document was at home and had been obtained from another
source which he likewise declined to identify on the basis that to do
so would violate a trust. He described it as a three or four page
item without any identification as having come from the FBI. He

|in capitalsaid it was on plain paper with the name

- 3 - (CONTINUED-OVER)



Memorandum from Mr. Wick to Mr. DeLoach
Re: LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS

letters centered at the top of the first page,
contained information on
documents, mentioning the fact that it reported

[

He stated this item

not included in the other three be
b7C

The Senator said the individuals who furnished the

documents to him knew him "quite well, " and knew he would not "misuse"
the information and that he would not do anything to harm the FBI. He
said he certainly does not want to be responsible for these individuals

getting in trouble and while he definitely does not want to be at odds
with the FBI he cannot in good conscience reveal his sources. He
then remarked that in view of these developments he may weU decide
against making any use of the information.

During the brief period when Bowers was able to

observe the documents in Senator Byrd’s possession, he secured
the identification of them as previously set out. He also noted that

the documents apparently were Xerox copies made from Xerox copies.

The letterhead memorandum involved included its accompanying
informant evaluation page. Across the bottom of the first page of

each of the documents it was apparent that a strip of paper bearing
the stamped statement that the document is the property of the FBI
and not to be disseminated outside the agency to which loaned had
been used when the original documents in our files were copied.

This is the procedure often followed in the Name Check Section when
reports are being Xeroxed for distribution to other agencies in

compliance with name check requests. The strip of paper is used to

block out Bureau markings and at the same time reproduce the

property statement.

As can be seen from the enclosed file copies of the
three documents involved, we furnished "photo" copies of each to
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) on February 3, 1966, in response
to the request from that agency of 1/20/66 for information on|

b6
b7C

Aside

- 4 -
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Memorandum from Mr. Wick to Mr. DeLoach
Re: LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS

from the Civil Rights Division of the Department of Justice, CIA is the

only agency to receive copies of the two investigative reports. The
Department was furnished a carbon copy of the reports immediately
after they were submitted in 1961. It should be noted that we do not

use the so-called property stamp (showing the document is the property
of the FBI and loaned to the other agency) on copies of reports forwarded
to the Department but this stamp is used on such documents furnished to

CIA.

In view of the foregoing information it seems apparent
that Senator Byrd received the two investigative reports and the letter-

head memorandum from someone in CIA.

Concerning the fourth document which Senator Byrd stated

he had at his home, it appears quite evident that this is a copy of part of

a blind memorandum we instructed Washington Field Office to furnish

District of Columbia Commissioner John B. Duncan by letter dated

7/29/66. A blind memorandum concerning eight individuals mentioned
by Commissioner Duncan when he met the Director on 7/25/66' was
prepared for the Commissioner. Part of this was on.

and was four pages in length. It does not contain any indications that it

came from the FBI, and
| |

name is typed in capital letters at the

center of the first page as Senator Byrd stated the document he possesses
was prepared.

The original of this document is enclosed. Information of

appears at the bottom

of the last page of the part concerning

We have enjoyed a cordial relationship with Senator Byrd.

b6
b7C

b6
b7C

- 5 -
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UNITED STATES

ALL FBI INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
joio-106 DATE 10-22-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

IERNMENT

Memorandum
W. C. Sullivap DATE: 9/21/66

D. J. Brennan, Jr
r/fV

b6
b7Cfl LEAK OP FBT TTOnTMTCWTR r.ONf!TCm^TWrT

L_ Lm SENATOR-
"ROBERT CV-?BVRD_ (DEMOCRAT - WEST VIRGINIA)

This memorandum advises that Howart
Director of Security, Central Intelligence Agency (CIA),
believes he has located the leak within CIA which resulted
in FBI documents ending up in the hands of Senator Robert
Byrd of West Virginia,

Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan dated^9/13/66,
reported that Richard Helms, Director, CIA, had’. !o:ride:red

Howard Osborn, Director of Security, to conduct gnthorough
investigation within CIA to determine if someone ^n CIA was
furnishing FBI reports to Senator Byrd,

On 9/20/66, Osborn advised the Liaison Ageh% that
all available records at CIA Headquarters and at their dis'trict
field office failed to reveal any CIA interest in

|
I

I During the course of CIA’s investigationTLciA employee

,

who handles CIA qame check requests

VU

witn xne bureau's Name Check Section ar$ who was on leave at
the time, was telephonically contacted regarding this matter,

^at first, dftiritari any knowledge of a name check request
He subsequently recontacted CIA Headquarter!regarding

|

and' changed his story. As a result,
|

report to CIA Headquarters immediately,
furnished to CIA, [ (advised that aboi)OUt
was ’

a

pproached by a fellow CIA employee,!

_]was ordered* to
In a signed statement

siss months ago, he . j

asked
I

on an "off the cuff basis" for a close personal friend in a
]if he would institute a name check'with the BurearT^,w^»^Z^

law enforcement agency in Frince George’s County.
|

who
admitted he knew this was in violation of existing Agency rules.
ap-vcwaq to make the check. Upon receipt of the FBI documents,

admitted turning them over to|""

use,
question and ident
l.ments he furnished

lfor his personal
(subsequently viewed copies or the documents in

WOC:jhd^; :>'

- Mr.^ DeLo&liri

: S:
- Mr. -^Sullivan

1
1
1
1

m as being identical with the docu-

Joclv22-22,
rEC^

^wnBn^aaa temwiiwl

- m.K'A.S^j1^1966
- Liaison o
- W . -Or"Cregar”8888*

CONTINUED - OVER

1
1
1

'
4 \

bl Per CIA
b3 Per CIA
b6
b7C



> «

Memorandum to W. C. Sullivan
From D. J. Brennan, Jr.
RE: LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS CONCERNING

I TO SENATOR
ROBERT C. BYRD (DEMOCRAT - WEST VIRGINIA)

b6
b7C

Osborn advised that he is dispatching a senior
security officer, as soon as travel documents can be obtained,

where is currently assigned for CIA.

]
will be thoroughly interviewed and a signed statement

_A1JL facts will be developed in the inter-
gave the documents to and a complete

will be obtained

.

view as to who|
written report will be furnished the Bureau by CIA including

| the results of disciplinary action taken.

Osborn advised the Liaison Agent that both he and
Mr. Helms are distressed over the incident and that they
intend to make an example of the guilty CIA employees to
insure that such an incident never occurs again. Osborn

b3 Per CIA
b6 Per CIA

be removedintends to recommend that
from the rolls of CIA and is confident that Mr. Helms will
support his recommendation.

Liaison will continue to follow with Osborn and
will obtain a copy of CIA’s written report as soon as possible,

ACTION:

- 2 -
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Memorandum
TO The Director

FROM N. P. Callahan
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: The Congressional Record
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a
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CT1

o

.

^'recorded

Ay SEP 1966

V*
In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional

Record for Z)€.q3‘ 13; f 96 fa was reviewed and pertinent items were

r j^je D|jftj{|$r's attention. This form has been prepared 1 in order that

ortions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in- appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 m

>VEkr

ALL FBI INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
*BATE 10-22-2010 BY 60324 uc bavr/sab/U

-f

TO

FROM

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
Mr* W* C* Sulliva^*

D. J. Brennan, Jr

SUBJECT :^EAK OP FBI DOC

A

DATE:

NTS CONCERNING
TO SENATOR ROBERT C.O BYRD (.DEMOCRAT - WEST VIRGINIA?

10/10/66
1 - Mr* DeLoach
1 - Mr* Wick

\ 1 - Mr* Rosen
\l - Mr* Sullivan
1 - Mr* M* A* Jones
1 - Liaison
1 - Mr* Papich
1 - Mr* Cregar

Tavel
Trotter

Tele. Room -

Holmes
Gandy

II

This memorandum advises that Central ItfteJsligence
Agency (CIA) employee,

[

admitted furnishing FBJL documents to persons outside, of' CIA*
pa, J

Memorandum Brennan ^o Sullivan dated 9/21/66 Reported
that Howard Osborn, Director of Security j

CIA, was dispatching
a Senior Security Off icer [ :o interview

[_

who was implicated by another cia employee for furnishing FBI
documents to unauthorized persons outside of CIA* bl Per CIA

b3 Per CIA

^ On 10/7/66, Howard Osborn advised the Liaison Agent
that he had received a cable from his Security Off icer I I

following that Officer's interview yiith l 1 The

t
cable, which was brief, advised that
*the FBI documents to persons outside oF

\
admitted furnishing

CIA; that a signedTTS TO n i

statement from [had been procured containing all the
relevant facts including the identity of the person to whom

^furnished the documents; and that the signed statement
was being pouched to Washington headquarters of CIA*

//

>*
a*
O
o
Qw

O
Uw
w
3
E>

Osborn advised that upon receipt of the signed
statement a complete written report, including copies of the
signed statements, v/ill be furnished to the Bureau along v/ith
Iwhat disciplinary action Osborn expects to recommend to
jRichard Helms, Director, CIA, A /rt £> SA *?j/

*

\

R£C- 47 b

Liaison will continue to A^t>llow this with Osborn
/ ^tid will obtain a copy of CIA's written report as sooj$ a&£j 2T 1966'j>v nnss i Vil - I

rauO

L

^ssible,

V
ACTION:

WOCrrab
(9)

For information

550CT19

W

L

JUa QsJiOj " »

^ A
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Memorandum

ALL FBI INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

solo-106 DATE 10-22-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

ERNMENT

Mr, W* C* Sullivaf^

from : Di Ji Brennan, Jr#

subject^LEAK OF FBI DOCUMENTS CONCERNING
r^b' SENATOR ROBERT C.

CS'BYmr (.DEMOCRAT - WEST VlRGMXf*“

DATE: 11/18/66

1 - Mr. DeLoach
1 - Mr. Wick
1 - Mr* Sullivan
1 - Mr. Cregar
1 - Liaison

1 - Mr# Papich
b6
b7C

iU

S)-

L>’

In September, 1966, we received information indicatii
that copies of FBI documents had been passed to Senator Byrd
by the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA). Subsequent investi-
gation by CJEA resulted in the identities of twoJCIA_ employees

,

I I a I I l 1 ii.J J «

] and who admitted to CTA*
that they '^ubmitteTT’a name cnects request to the Bureau through
off icial- Channels and obtained copies of Bureau documentsij* CIA
was continuing its investigation in order to determine what b 3 Per cia
disposition' was made of the Bureau material# b6 per cia

We lodged a vigorous protest to CIA, and on 10/14/66,
Richard Helms, Director, CIA, personally apologized to the

Ar Director concerning the uncalled-for activity on the part of

%,J~ fhe CIA employees#

CIA has taken disciplinary action against the
employees involved and has now submitted a letter dated 11/14/66/ ^

", (enclosed) , Avhich completes the results of their investigation j~~ v*>

"Within the Agency# The investigation disclosed t^at the ^ P'-
^unauthQv^zed recipient of the Bureau material was.

Il^^onsfbflftr^S^ liaison with
The CIA empj the

J and he
obtained. the information from the Bureau in response to a
request from
the subject#

A review pf Bureau files has f
derogatory information identifiable with

who was seeking information concerning

O

^ A
\

b3 Per CIA
b6 Per CIA

isclose any

II

R£C 3£ Lfl™* 1
*

,

'“4

We have nailed down all significant aspects of
this matter; namely* -the involvement of Senator Byr'd **sS*^

1 (

two CIA employees, andj [It is

SJPirab

Enc#

rab (7) <J\|
• i

-* f
•

!T#

> *

,• /

if

rNOV
29 1965

-8

vj jj { 1966^^ /'—•*

CONTINUED - OTEir
S££ Se&tu yusbX f
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Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan
RE : LEAK OP FBI DOCUMENTS CONCERNING

I ITO SENATOR ROBERT C.
BYRD (DEMOCRAT - WEST VIRGINIA)

assumed that! I is the individual who passed the
material to Senator Byrd* Either of the following courses
of action could now be taken; namely, (1) confront I

Iwith the facts and lodge a strong protest b3
concerning the involvement of I |

or b6
(2) take no further action. It is believed that if this is
taken to I |there very likely will be an inquiry,
and

|
[will either admit or deny any irregular conduct

on nxs part. We believe that l Ivery likely would
contact Senator Byrd and look for support. The Bureau could
then become involved with the Senator. Nevertheless, we could
still take the first course and let the chips fall where they
may.

RECOMMENDATION :

If approved, it is recommended that we take no
further action in this matter. We have spiked the uncalled-
for activity within CIA, and our action should serve as a
good deterrent for the future. We believe that it would not
be in the best interests of the Bureau to take the second
course of action because of the high probability of becoming
involved in a conflict with Senator Byrd*

'TSll I I

WHA TBV£rfL A& T/JA* &£

TAKS$ / 5 UP To

\r.. .
y

2 **
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ALL FBI INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 13 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-22-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum.
W. C. Sullivan

D. J. Brennan, Jr

Tolson

DATE: 11/23/66

X.

LEAK-QF FBI-DOCUMENTS CONCERNING be

| TO SENATOR ROBERT C; b7c

BVrd j,DEMOCRAT - WEST VIRGINIA?

Reference is made to my memorandum dated 11/18/66
concerning the FBI documents which were passed to Senator
Byrd through a Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) employee
and

| ]
I T Instructions were issued to inform| [/}

^concerning this matter and the decision lor r
any action concerning I |would be the
responsibility, of 1 1 ' " '

b3 Per CIA

ASAC McDermott . Washington . FieId Office, discussed
on the morning of

was not available at any earlier time.
this matter with
11/23/66;

|was disturbed that one of his subordinates would
attempt to obtain information indirectly and that such ^r
information would have been passed to others. He wanted i

fo give assurances that he would never condone such activity r
'b-ai^d he- was taking the necessary steps to prevent] a recurrence ^

~such incidents. He is checking into the matter

.

expressed his appreciation for having been contacted
because he did want to enjoy the confidence of the Bure au

.

He -emphasized that he did not want anything to take place
which might damage the relations between the Bureau and I I

SJPijad
(8 )

1 - Mr. DeLoach
1 - Mr. Wick
1 - Mr. Sullivan
1 - D. W. Bowers
1 - Liaison,
li# ^4j0j^@rei
1 S. J. Papi

I
oii3

NOV 29 1S66

\r y
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FBI WASH DC

ALL IUFOKHATION COHTAIHED
HEREDI IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc haw/sab/lsg

TO^ DIRECTOR
^

FROM: PITTSBURGH (62-3217)

."CHANGED" PROPOSED DEMONSTRATION AJ^GRAFTON NATIONAL

CEMETERY, GRAFTON, W.VA., MAY THIRTY, NINETEEN S.I.XTYS EVEN,

PROTESTING APPEARANCE OF SENATOR R OBERT cPbYRD , INFORMATION

CONCERNING.

RE PG AIRTEL, DATED MAYyWREE, LAST, CAPTION

"POSSIBLE, DEMQNSJRATI ON AT/WIONAL CEMETERY, GRAFTON, W. VA.,

Mb
*,i . . tr'jr—

—

-

*.l
J—

Sfflso Gra-iy—

>e 8
' f (V) Q

4^ oi

MAY THIRTY, NINETEEN SIXTYSEVEN, PROTESTING A-PPEARMG£_OF

SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD."

AMERICAN LEGION POST, GRAFTON, W.VA., HAS RECEIVED tZ ~ /02,

INFORMATION THAT STUDENTS FROM ALDERSON BROADDUS COLLEGE,
S MAY 29 1967

PHILIPPI, W.VA., PLAN TO STAGE A PROTEST DEMONSTRATION

AGAINST SENATOR BYRD ON MAY THIRTY NEXT. HOWEVER, THEY BELIEVE THERE Wf ^
NO MORE THAN FIVE OR SIX DEMONSTRATIONORS. , &r*->

LOCAL AUTHORITIES COGNIZANT.

LHM Follows.
_ N A

Cq -

FBI WASH DC



FD-36 (Rov. 5-22-64)
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 15 UNCLASSIFIED
(DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/ls

F B I

Date: 5/15/67

Transmit the following in

Via

AIRTEL (Type in plaintext or code

)

(Priority)

Q
I

")l
\

Uq

\
t

kQ\

TO: ^ DIRECTOR, FBI

SAC, PITTSBURGH (100t-15660) (C)M,

SUBJECT: PROPOSED DEMONSTRATION AT WEST
VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY, MORGANTOWN,
W. VA., 5/1V67, PROTESTING
APPEARANCE OF SENATOR ROBERT C.

O BYRD^AND UNITED^mS^iWUEVMNT ^—irfVIETNAM 1X

IS - INFORMATION CONCERNING S\ tjf

Re Pittsburgh telsto Bureau, dated 5/11/67# « 5/15/67]

Enclosed for the Bureau are eleven copies of an LHM
concerning the above captioned matter*

Copies of this LHM are also being disseminated
to USA, Wheeling, W. Va., Secret Service, Charleston,
W„ Va., G-2 and OSI, Pittsburgh, Pa., and NISO, Norfolk,
Va. .

No further investigation is being conducted.

AGENCY: G-2,' ONi r OS3

g3
, C5 .

O

DATE FORW:
HOW FORW:
8Y:

r?/s
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In Reply, Please Refer to

File No.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

UNI STATES DEPARTMENT OF J

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTl'GATI

IMKCE

riro

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

May 15, 1967

PROPOSED DEMONSTRATION AT WEST VIRGINIA
UNIVERSITY, MORGANTOWN, W. VA., MAY 14,
1967, PROTESTING APPEARANCE OF SENATOR
ROBERT C.. BYRD AND UNITED STATES INVOLVE-
MENT IN VIETNAM

The graduation exercises at Wefet Virginia
University, Morgantown, West Virginia, were held at the
University Field House at 3? 00 PM on May l4, 1967 .

Senator -ROBERT G. BYRD was present and awarded an
Honorary Doctor of Law Degree.

Approximately twelve persons were observed
picketing the West Virginia Field House prior to the
graduation exercises carrying signs stating that Senator
BYRD was a former member of ' the Klu Klux Kla,n, that BYRD
had voted against the Civil Rights Act of-1964, and
that BYRD was against home rule for Washingt oh, D. C.
There was also a sign stating, "Doctors Degrees Available
Cheap."

TI>ere was no disturbance.

This document contains neither recommendations
nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the
FBI and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents
are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FD-36 (R^. 5-22-64)

ALL INFORMATION C GUTAINED
^HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED y
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lscj ^

“
\
-

5/11/67

'Transmit the following in

AIRTEL

(Type in plaintext or code)

(Priority)

r *r

,K
DIRECTOR 9 FBI

^ FRO]^/.'; CSAC, PITTSBURGH (100-15660) (P)

a fjUBJECT: PROPOSED DEMONSTRATION AT WEST
^ £ VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY, MORGANTOWN.
m

^ W. VA.
, 5/14/67, PROTESTING

?! -< APPEARANCE OF SENATOR ROBERT C.

:•
•

' st

i
y no ^ 1

IN VIETNAM
IS - INFORMATION CONCERNING

DJ^/t

3 3 :< ^APPEARANCE OF SENATOR ROBERT C. \
y ^

« <PBYRD AND UNITED STATES INVOLVEMENT ! f\
“

,

• "II « IN VIETNAM
• /ly

iv K? ' IS - INFORMATION CONCERNING v ' i K/'

H Ke § DJ*"’
\
to!' iv ~

i

'OTVP' d Pittsburgh teletype to' Bureau dated 5/11/67.
. v^vAlw

|'\Y'k Enclosed for the Bureau are eleven copies of an LHM
Concerning captioned matter.

X \ V
Information therein was furnished to SA HOWARD S.

rv ^tMEYERJACK by Captain I

^
1 109th Military Intelligence

KjSroup, Region III, Federal Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., on
w £5/11/67.

Re Pittsburgh teletype to' Bureau dated 5/11/67.

Enclosed for the Bureau are eleven copies of an LHM

1 Police Department, Morgantown, W. Va.

,

cognizant.

LHM being disseminated to USA, Wheeling, W. .Va.,
Secret Service, Charleston, W. Va.

,

G-2 and OSI, Pittsburgh,
Pa,

,

and NISO, Norfolk, Va. - '

.

Files o
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File No.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

* DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg - *

UN]^D STATES DEPARTMENT OF JJ^flCE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Pittsburgh, - Pennsylvania
May 11, 1967

>

PROPOSED’ DEMONSTRATION AT WEST VIRGINIA
UNIVERSITY, MORGANTOWN, W» VA , 4 MAY 14,

• 1967' PROTESTING APPEARANCE OF SENATOR
. ROBERT-. -e^ -EYRU' AND UNITED STATES INVOLVE-
MENT...IN- -VIETNAM

A representative" of the, 109th Military Intelligence
Group, Region III, Pittsburgh-, Pa, ,

advised that information
]had been received, from- a- sPUroU that a - demonstration was

' planned/ to take place May 14', 1967, at West Virginia University,
Morgantown, W„ Va, , to- protest the appearance there of Senator

v ' Robert-

C

0 Byrd at West- Virginia University commencement
exercises and the United' Stated policy on Vietnam* Members of

/ a 'Huntington, W
fl

Va* ,» group:,called ^Protect All Negroes Now”
would be -present p T Unst-itute-, W p Va Pj,

he
and I I Clayton , N„ J 0 ,

b7c
- were active in planning thU' d^jiionstpetion .,

I

i
'

' ^ „ ,

=
i

. The August 1-2 j 1966 issue - of "The Charleston
/Gazette, " Charleston,- Wo. Va-? ,• in an -^article captioned

- '""Jury Uphold? Weimar Conviction," set Out that ap
all-white jjury of Merce-r’ County Intermediate .Court

upheld a cpnviction of William Curtis Weimar, Jr 0

Weimar was earlier convicted
!

by’ ‘a Blue'field, W„ V :a fl ,
' Police Court 1 for- assault and demeging property,

December 10 ^t a- racially troubled. "Yo"' Shortly
<„ after the incident, ’ Weimaf was dismissed from Concord

College,

This document cpntains -.neither recommendations nor
- conclusions- of the -Fj&Ip It is the property of the FBI and is

loaned, to ypur agejncy.; it' and its contents are not to be
distributed outside -t-your- agency.

JENCLOSIM
~ 4?.- 'oA ¥*>«& -
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Transmit the following in

AIRTEL

lLL INFORMATION CONTAINED
ERE IN IS UNCLASSIFIED
'ATE 10-15-2010 EY 60324 uc Daw/ sal) /l sal

Date: 5/31/67

(Type in plaintext or code)

(Priority)

DIRECTOR, FBI

O

FROMfp SAC, PITTSBURGH (62-3217) (C)

A —
SUBJECT: PROPOSED—DEMOHSTR-ATION AT

-GRAFT0N-NATTONAL—CEMETERY

,

ORAFT-OJI-,-~W-r-VA'rr**57/3Q/67

,

PRQTESiDIWG-ARBEASANCE^OF
STTlVTflfmR RnRTT.RfT fiO RVRT)SENATOR ROBERT CV BYRD
INFORMATION CONCERNING

Re Pittsburgh airtel to Bureau, dated 5/24/67.

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are eleven (11)
copies of an LHM concerning the above-captioned matter.

nformation in LHM was furnished to SA

Copies of this LHM are being disseminated to
USA, Wheeling, W. Va.; G-2, Pittsburgh, Pa.; and Secret
Service, Charleston, W. Va. .V

Bureau (Ends.
I - Pittsburgh

EX-IDSL

OPW/jmo „ tffij „
(4) CO ..

™ •’

0-2, ONL OSS, CHP •

JW « 1*T

•V-i/

Date Forw..

How Forw..

™ s

3 JUN 2 1967
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Special Agent in Charge
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 13 UNCLASSIFIED
ATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sali/lsg

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF J^^ICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

in Reply, Please- Rater to Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
Fii'Ho,

:

May 31, 1967

PROPOSED DEMONSTRATION AT
GRAFTON . NATIONAL CEMETERY,
GRAFTON, -WEST VIRGINIA, .MAY 30, 1967,
PROTESTING APPEARANCE OF

' SENATOR; ROBERT C. BYRD

On May.. 31, 1967S Deputy United States Marsha J~ I

I Fairmont, W', VaV/ advised that- fie attended .'tfie ceremonies
at the Grafton National Cemetery at Grafton, W.. Va., on
Dfey.30, 1967j and no demonstrations, or incidents, occurred.

Tfiis 'ddctimerit contains 'neither
recommendations rior conclusions
of the FBI „ It Is the^property
of ' the ' FBI arid is ' loaned to your.
agency; It'and' Its ' contents are
not 'to be distributed outside
your agency.

-1*-

Jt
enclose.



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsgl

The Attorney General July 13, 1967

Director, FBI

£p>

HONORABLE ROBERT C. BYRD
UNITEDSTATESISENATST —
WASHINGTON, D. C.

Enclosed area copy of a letter I received from Senator Byrd
and a copy of my reply to him.

Enclosures (2).

1 - The Deputy Attorney General - Enclosures (2)
1 - Mr. Wick - Enclosures (2)
1 - Mr. DeLoach l - Enclosures (2)

HRH

JUL 131967
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0-19 (Rev. 12-9-66)
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 EY 60324 uc baWsab/lsg

Walter Scott’s

Personality
Parade^

Q m 'i
x
tea^in Harper's that Sen^Eobefi^irdj Ŝ^^t

|

Virgin[abused to be an organizer for the Ku Klux
j

Klan. Is this so?—L. W., Charleston ,
W. Va.

A. Senator Byrd (D., W. Va.) has made no secret of .

Bis Klan affiliation, which came to an end more than

2Q,years ago. ^ , * «,

©Ison

oach
r Mohr _

—

Casper

Callahan

Conrad

Felt

Gale

Rosen

Sullivan

Tavel

Trotter

Tele. Room
Holmes

e\->
» --

54JUN 2 1 1967!

The Washington Post

Times Herald PAS&&&. Wftfr^
The Washington Daily News

The Evening Star (Washington)

The Sunday Star (Washington)

Daily News (New York)

Sunday News (New York)

New York Post

The New York Times

World Journal Tribune

(New York)

The Sun (Baltimore)

The Worker

The New Leader

The Wall Street Journal

The National Observer

People's World

ga i i^

S^OT RECORDEB
E8 jUN 4£ 1967
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 15 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc bau/sab/lsg

1-23-67

Mr. Bishop:

RE: CALL FROM OFFICE^OF
SENATOR ROBERT CfcBYRD
(D - WEST VIRGINIAJfUH

’

CRIME DATA

Mr. Tolson —
Mr. D^Loach.__

\Mr. Mohr^^_
BislWp-

*Mr. Casper

Mr. Callahan...—

.

Mr. Conrad

'Mr. Felt

Mr. Gale

Mr. Boson

Mr. Sullivan

Mr. Tavel

I

Mr. Trotter

Tele. Boom
Miss Holmes
Miss Gandy

A | |in the office of Senator Byrd of West M#W>
Virginia called this morning and indicated that the Senator is making jrfy

'

a major speech on the floor of the Senate on September 15th on the b6
crime situation. She wondered whether the Senator's office could be bic

furnished comprehensive data on crime, recent statements from the /

Director on the crime situation and any "suggested remarks" which
the Senator might give. I told

| ~fchat I would check around
and see just what was available.

While on several occasions in the past we have gotten

up suggested material for Senator Byrd's use, the fact remains that

we did have some difficulty with his office several months ago in r\ j
connection with a "leak" by him of information to outsiders. Our Cj
recent contacts with his office have been of a formal nature. j\\
RECOMMENDATION:

I

That the attached material be sent to the Senator's office

Lwithout cover letter.

M. A. Jones

Enclosures (11)
JJ*' \&T /n ) , /Preliminary UCR release (° '/ \f~

LEB Introduction, 5-67 ^

LEB Introduction, 6-67

LEB Introduction, 7-67

LEB Introduction, 8-6.7

A "Hue and Cry" for a Modern Era Y'*

"Faith, Freedom and Law" : J_

UCR press release, 8-10-67

FBI Appropriation 1968 { •
'* * ’

•
'*

UCR—1966
"An Analysis of the New Left:

A Gospel! of Nihilism, " Christianity Today

1 - Mr. De Loach
1 - Mr. Bishop
1 - Mr. Bowers

io AUG 28 1967

9 j-9
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DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

October 9, 1GG7

(?) ^

Honorable Robert C, Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, IX C. 20510

My dear Senator:

1 want to express my appreciation for your
having inserted in the ‘’Congressional Record*' of October 5th

my message from the October issue of the FBI law Enforce-
ment Bulletin which appeared as an editorial in the October 3rd
edition of the ’’Williamson Daily News* “

lam pleased that you found my comments worthy
of being brought to the attention of your colleagues and I want to
thank you for your support.

1 - Pittsburgh

Sincerely yours,

jig Edgar Hoover

vs. io®

/VlK

9£fir®.

is OCT 171967J

NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the^ie^fiE^^cferrespondents List. An acknowledg-
ment of the editorial to the ’Wilfiaiiion Daily News" is being handled separately.

JBT:jed \\ »,

.

(5)^ y.

v
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&
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i
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DATE 10-1= 2010 BY 60324 uc barw/sab/lsg

STERNER ACTION NEEDED M
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia, Mr. Pres-

ident I ask unanimous consent to insert
in

^
the Record an editorial, entitled

Sterner Action Needed at Outset/'

:* which appeared in the October 3, 1967,

- edition of the Williamson Daily News,
s'; There being no objection, the editorial :

was ordered to be printed In the Record,

as follows:

Stern Action Needed at Outset

Rioting and crime in tho streets arc two

of the most urgent problems confronting this

nation. Theso have- resulted in a myriad

of suggestions as to their causes and an even

greater number of remedial measures for

their* euro. B$ virtuo of his long career m
/ directing the nation’s No. One law enforce-

ment agency, J. Edgar Hoover,_d.lrcctor^oX^.

tho Federal ^iVffO^JpIftvcsligation, ccr-

tafifiy fillou 1d Ne' compctciVfc'*tO~d i oou6b thcso

conditions with an air of authority. This ho

docs in his message to all law enforcement

o Hi cl a Is which apepors In thcJ^XJks^ En "

lqrccmcnt Bulletin. Mr. Hoover’s message

reads as follows:
r ^

In a* riot there are no victors. The losers

includo overybody—the rlotcru, the vjctlhis,

’ law cnforccemnt, the community, the State,

and the Nation.
Causes of riots cart be counted by tho

score. A study of tho overall problem indi-

cates, however, that tho widespread vlolcnco

in our country to some degree is a direct out-

growth of the civil disobedience movement.

In recent years, some leaders of dubious stat-
t

urc have made a grandiose gesture of will- .

fully violating laws they deem to be unjust.

For the most part,' tbebo Individuals, al-

though admittedly guilty oX breaking tho

law, have gone unpunished. Young thugs

and misguided teen-agers, Gcclng othors defy

.
authority and the courts with impugnlty,

' hayc been led to believe that nnyi crimo

under a banner of complaints is Justified.

Consequently, they ignore the law and roam
through their communities creating vlolcnco

and terror. Certainly, those who espouse tho

theory of civil disobcdlcnco and authorities

who Ireo guilty violators must share a

portion of tho blame and responsibility for

tho turmoil In our streets. It should be abun-

dantly clear that tho doctrine of civil dis-

obedience Is a doctrine of self-destruction.

Stern, decisive action Is needed When a

. street disturbance begins. ' Justico Is not

served when a growing liordo of vandals and.

looters Is appeased and their pillage over-

looked lest "a show of force might provoko

them to greater violonco.” Quiescence docs

yiot satisfy rioters. Procrastination or uncer-

tainty on the part of authorities denotes

weakness or concession to a mob. Thus, tho

offenders aro encouraged and their vlolenco

gains momentum. rt
,r

I /

A judicial self-appraisal by the ncws^^Bla
of their riot coverage might' also Jr in
order. Some media havo already taken action
In this regard. There can be no quarrel with
the all-important role of keeping the public
informed ns quickly and as completely ns
possible. No one rightfully expects riots to bo
played down or salient facts withheld.
On the other hand, militant agitators,

hate-mongers, and publicity-seeking rabble
rousers who incite riots have no fear of over-

,
exposure. They know that television, radio,
and front-page news stories arc the best and
quickest means of getting their views before
the public. Thus, they seek attention from
the news media. In Hot reporting, objectivity
and balance, always key factors of responsi-
ble Journalism, help expose distortion and
rcduco the special treatment of those who
advocate violence. Strict advcrcncc to high
Journalistic principles Is a valuable public
servlco ip matters affecting public safety.

Many proposals have been advanced to help
eliminate tho causes of riots. Just 'as tlioro
is no slnglo cause, thero is no single remedy.
I do know, however, that tho answer will not
bo found In sociological remedies alono. If
our system of law Is to survive, then tho law
must be enforced. Thoso who break the law,
acting alono or In concort, must be detected
and arrested, promptly proseouted, and givon,

proper, substantial punishment. In halting
riots and removing crimo from our Nation’s
streets, this should bo the first order of*
business.

Congressional Record, October 5, 1967
Pages S 14263 - S 14264 *

/oa^3^~
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CARL HAYDEN,

RICHARD B. /TUSSELL, GA.
Al25*EN j. ELLENDER, LA,
LISTER HILL, ALA.
JOHN L. MCCLELLAN, ARK,
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH.
‘SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, FLA.
JOHN STENNIS, MISS.
JOHN O. PASTOBE, R.I.

A. S. MIKE MONRONEY, OKLA.
ALAN BIBLE, NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA.
GALE W. MCGEE, WYO.
MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT.
E. L. BARTLETT, ALASKA
WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS.
RALPH YARBOROUGH, TEX.

ARIZ., CHAIM^
MILTON N. DAK,
KARL E. nH, S. DAK.
MARGARETNXlASE SMITH, MAINE
THOMAS H. KUCHEL, CALIF.
ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR.
GORDON ALLOTT, COLO.
NORRIS COTTON, N.H.
CLIFFORD P. CASE, N.J.

JACOB K. JAV1TS, N.Y.

M
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc bau/sab/lsg

QICnHeb S>eruxie
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

October 18, 1967

I

'S 1 1 Mr. Bejfcoa,

THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
WM. W. WOODRUFF, ASST. CHIEF CLERK

Mr. Callahan-
Mr. Conrad.
Mr. Felt

Mr. Gale
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. Tavel
Mr. Trotter

Tele. Room
M’ss Holmes _

Miss Gandy—

Hon. John Edgar Hoover, Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

Thank you for your letter concerning my insertion
of your message in the October 5 issue of the
Congressional Record. I was pleased and privileged
to see that these pertinent comments of yours
received wider coverage.

With warm regards.

RCB:mg
v>

REC-57



5010-106OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
‘ MAY 1962 EDITION
RSA CEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES (^^ERNME

Memorandum
UNITED STATES (®/ERNMENT

MR. TOLSOi

FROM C . D . DePoach

SUBJECT: MARTIN LUTHER KING

Appointment with {jtp

Senator Robert C. Byrd (D.-W.Va.)
1/19/68

ATE: 1/19/68 /

cc Mr. DeLoach
Mr. Sullivan
Mr . Rosen
Mr. Bishop
Mr. Bowers

Callahan —
Conrad

^Felt

Vlrotter

Tble. Room ,

Holmes
Gindy

/nmr

At his request I met with Senator Byrd in his office at ^ l

11 a.m. today. Also present was I I Senator Byrd’s staf|^Qii
member on research and speech writing.

Senator Byrd outlined to me his responsibilities in the
supervision of the District of Columbia Government. He told me he was
extremely concerned over the pronouncements made recently by Martin
Luther King that massive civil disobedience would be staged in the
nation’s capital this summer. The Senator indicated it was time that
King "met his Waterloo” and that he felt this summer would do the
trick. He stated this, of course, depended upon whether or not the /

President would allow sufficient force, to ’’knock King down.”

Senator Byrd asked me if the FBI could prepare a speech
for him on the subject of King which he could give on the Senate
floor next week. He stated thereafter he would like to be kept up
to date, on the activities of King so that further speeches could be
made. He reminded me that he was a great supporter of Mr. Hoover and
the FBI,. He reiterated his responsibilities in connection with the
D.C. Government and told me that, while other senators and congressmen
were aiding and abetting the alleged civil rights cause, he had con-
stantly sounded forth a warning as tp the attachments to subversive
causes which many so-called civil rights leaders h£^d 3*3 k-

«» REG* 7A *REC- 7A
I told Senator Byrd and |_ [that, while we appre-

ciated his great interest, the pressure of work wou^ji jS'e^g^nt us from
being of assistance and we, therefore, could not prepare the speech
he had in mind. I stated if any items of a public source . nature came
to our attention which we feit vwould be of interest to the Senator, we
could, of course, refer him to the appropriate* source which contained
these items, l L

ODD : CSH (6)

V
CONTINUED OVER

ft* $*1
Rftftinrn

C0i?Y MADE FOR ME. T0LS0N
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b7C

Mr. Tolson

Using generalities, I briefed the Senator and | |

in a very few moments, about the swing to the left of various alleged
civil rights organizations such as SNCC, CORE, and the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference. I told them that the Director had pointed this
out on many occasions and that the Director clearly felt that the more
these groups needed money and publicity, the further left they would
swing in order to gain such objectives.

I told the Senator and | |
they should feel free

to call us at any time; however, we of course were restricted in what
we could furnish them. The Senator expressed appreciation and asked
that his best regards be extended to the Director.

I Inewspaper in West
Virginia. He deplored the attacks upon the Director and the FBI by
the Charleston, West Virginia Gazette, and stated this paper makes
little impression upon the people of West Virginia.

ACTION

:

For record purposes,

/4 4^
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June 11, 1968

<9
Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C, 20510

My dear Senator:

72

goo
s: c-t=o
oSgo*

It was indeed thoughtful of you to place "The
Washington Daily News" editorial, "Superb Police Work,

"

In the June 10th issue of the "Congressional Record.

"

I want you to know of my sincere appreciation for doing

so and for your most kind comments regarding our efforts

in the capture of James Earl Ray, the suspected assassin

of Martin Luther King.
*

' We are grateful for the outstanding cooper-
ation the FBI has received from thel

I | As you pointed out, a
tremendous amount of tedious work has gone into this inves-

tigation, and because of this it has been difficult to refrain

from publicly setting straight those detractors who have
sought to ridicule our efforts and motives*

fcs G-

>.60
O-CC
c~ UJoa,

Your generous remarks and expressions of

Support are certainly reassuring, and all of us in the FBI
Attend mir thaffig,

MAILMAILEU i

2

JUN111968

COMM-FBI

?/Vk .

Sincerely yours,u 4$ ~

3, Edgar Hoove?1 \/
0 -MM39Ua _

JUil 171968

lit

Oslplson

TjZ.

Bi

dS;
Cullahan

Conrad „

Felt

Gale —
Rosen _
Sullivan

|l Tavel

Trotter _

1 - Pittsburgh **4

\ V
NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the Special Correspondents List, and our
relations with him have been very good.

Tele. Room
Holmes
Gandy

GEM*ceP-ns)

r v./

xerox

ft JUN2fim
II i,)

9

CU &
j

^ j>

is. -SEC. UNIT
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THE CAPTURE OP JAMES EARL RAY,
SUSPECTED SLAYER OF MARTIN
LUTHER KING
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Presi-

dent, the tragic events of last week over-

shadowed one of the greatest accomplish-
ments in[ law enforcement activity in re-

cents years—the capture of James Earl
Ray, thie suspected slayer of Martin
Luther lung. .

Many of us have become accustomed to

such achievements by the FBI, for we
have seen J. Edgar Hooverand his dedi-
cated men and women time after time ac-
complish the seemingly impossible. Some
felt thisjcase was impossible. Others, self-

ish individuals who do not know the true
character of Mr. Hoover and his associ-
ates, have blandly asserted their belief

that Ray would never be captured, imply-
.ing that the FBI did not really want to
catch Ray.
But the FBI all the while continued its

job in its usual professional manner, say-
ing nothing about the progress being
made. Hundreds of thousands of man-
hours went into the investigation. No
lead, nq matter how farfetched it seemed,
was leff unchecked. The trail, wherever
it led, was followed, FBI agents and of-
ficials alike, from Mr. Hoover on down,
worked! long hours, day and night, week-
ends and holidays, in an effort to find this
man.
The ’>reak came finally last week, and

Ray is now in jail awaiting his day before
• the bar of justice. Ray could not have run
afoul of three finer law enforcement
agencies in the world even if he had tried,

for his final capture resulted from the
cooperation of the FBI the Royal Cana-
dian M Dunted Police, and New Scotland
Yard.
Let all would-be assassins take note

—

the full force of law enforcement
throughout the free would will never rest
until all such criminals are brought to
justice.

|

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent tof have printed in the Record an'
editorial entitled "Superb Police Work, 1'

published in the Washlngton.Daily News

'

of June. 10, 1968.
There being no objection, the editorial

was ordered to be printed in the Record,
' as follows:

Superb Police Work
#

Only the trial can confirm whether or not
the suspect in the murder of Dr. Luther King
is the right man.
But the international police diligence, pa-

tience and skill which led to the capture of
James Earl Elay, alias Eric Starvo Galt, alias

Ramon George Sneyd, has to go Into the
books as one of the most remarkable crime
searches In many years.

The FBI had been looking for Ray since

April 20, after a spate of intensive detective
work pin-pointed the identity of tho man
they wanted. Police all across the United
States had been Involved In the hunt, and
when it seemed possible Ray might have
slipped out of the United States, police forces
in other countries were informed.
There are no passport requirements for

Americans visiting Canada and it was fairly

easy for Ray to "go north.”
But the Royal Canadian Mounted Police

lived up to their reputation for relentless

pursuit. They combed 200,000 applications
and turned up Ray’s picture on a request for
a Canadian passport under the name of

" Sneyd. The FBI and the British were alerted,

among others.
Britain’s famed Scotland Yard made the

capture as the result of typical perseverance.
Ray was caught at an airport trying to leave
the country. >

This fellow obviously is no ordinary bus-
pect. Whether* or. not he had confederates,
his trail marks him as a cunning character.

In any case, we think the FBI, the Mountles
and Scotland Yard deserve special commen-
dation. And only hope that similarly skillful

.police cooperation will lead to the arrest of
other wanton killers—the three men, for in-
stance, who gunned down Abder Rayyan, a
South Side Chicago merchant. Police .could
dotect_no motive but since Rayyan was a
Jordanian immigrant, It was possible the
killing was Intended as revenge for the assas-
sination of Senator Kennedy.

XEROX

JUN 2<r:i; 8

’’Congressional Record"
June 10, 1968
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QICviiiefa ^>enaie
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

1/

June 12, 1968

fahr-j

\uf7fm
At. fcasper—
Mr. Callahan—

|

Mr. Conrad—-y
|
Mr. Felt—
Mr- /gale

Mr? Swnvan
Mr. Tavel

Mr. Tn r-er

Tele. Room
Miss ildmes—
Miss Gandy

The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
•U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr . Hoover

:

Thank you for your letter concerning my insertion in
,the Congressional Record of the editorial entitled
’’Superb Police Work" from the Washington Daily News .

You may be assured that I was very pleased to see
that the fine work of you and your staff received
wider recognition. My congratulations to you on the
persistence that resulted in the final achievement
of your goal'

With warm regards, I am

Sincerely yours,
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June 24, 1968,

Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

r / 1

i)

It was indeed thoughtful of you to place in the

June 21st issue of the "Congressional Record*' the favorable

article written by the Honorable Ralph McGill concerning the

work of this Bureau in the James Bari Ray case. Your gen-

erous remarks are certainly reassuring, and my associates /

join me in expressing appreciation for your continued support.

Sincerely yours, ^ Tv
MAILED S I OVV *"'MAILED 6

4UN8S196b

1 - Pittsburgh

J. Edgar Hoover

tv-
v*

\ ^
:

ll

NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the Special Correspondents List. Honorable Ralph
McGillis the publisher of **The Atlanta Constitution, M Atlanta, Georgia, and
is on the Special Correspondents List. This article appeared in the June 15th

edition of'The Atlanta Constitution” andfwas entitled,”The Geese Are Quiet Now.”
By letter of- 6- 18- 68 the Director expressed Ms appreciation for this article to

Mr. McGill and his kind comments concerning our work in the James Earl Ray
case.

FMG:mer-^(5)

JUL 9
r

1p|
MAIL ROOM I 1 TELETYPE UNIT I I

\ i



‘'COMMENDATION pp THE FBI FOR
CAPTURE Qf MES EARL RAY

• Mr. BYRD of WpstrVirginia. Mr.
idept, on «June IP» 1968» 1 made bri^^-
marks ix\ the Senate commending J,

Ecjgar Hoovpj: and the FBI for the cap-
ture of Jarpes Earl Ray, the man sus- *

pected of killing Martin Luther King. At
that time, I stated:

Selfish individuals who do not know the
true character of Mr. Hoover and his asso-
ciates, have blandly asserted their belief that
Ray would never be captured, implying that
the FBI did not realiy^want to catch Ray.

Ralph McGill, the distinguished pub-
lisher of the Atlanta Constitution, has
developed this thought further in a col-

umn published in the Evening Star of *

June 20, 1968. He also made some most
laudatory and deserved comments about
the FBI. I ask unanimous consent that
the column be printed in the Record.

.There being no objection* the column r*

was ordered to be printed in the Record,
|

as follows: ;

Rat’s Captors Stills the Sinister Rumor >

Mills
\

Another phaso of tho sickness of our so-

ciety, of which petty, petulant cynicism and
a wish to believe tho worst arc symptoms, ,

was revealed by the capture of the man sus-

pected’ of killing Dr. Martin Luther King.

Tho arrest of James Earl Ray came after a

really brief span of time, all things con-

sidered.
A Bible text may be helpful. Three para-

,

graphs of It bogin with Matthew 11:12.

’’From tho days of John tho Baptist until •

.now, tho Kingdom of Heaven suflcrcth vlo-
\

lcnco and the violent carry it away . . .

“Tho man who has cars to hear, he must

,
uso them. 1

’’But how can I show what the people of
j

this generation aro like? They are like chil-

dren sitting In tho market place calling out
|

their friends, *Wo played at weddings for you *

but you would not dance, and we played at

funerals and you would not cry.’ For John
>

camo neither eating nor drinking and .they
,

said, 'Ho Is a hypocrite and crazy.’ Then the

Son of Man came, enjoying life, and people

say, 'Look, a drunkard and a glutton—the

closo friend of tho tax collector and the sin-

ners. . .
."

Always the doubters—the cynics, the nay-

sayers, tho makers of false rumors, the

arousers of suspicion—refuse to accept

reality.

King was murdered on April 4. Tho one
suspect was arrested In London.' on. June 8.

Yet, in those few weeks tho most amazing,

corrupting rumors, half-whispered claims of

•'Insldo Information," doubts and evil re- t

ports wero circulated about the Department
of Justlco and, moro especially, the Federal

Bureau of Investigation.

. Some of these false accusations and wholly *

spurious claims of "Inside reports" and
,

manufactured rumors wero set In motion by .

tho gaggles of geeso that aro In all our com-
t

munlty ponds. Others were initiated by per-
‘

Sons of mallco or by enemies of the American
f

system. Somo were set In motion seeking to *

mako tho Negro have doubt In the Integrity

of tho Department of Justice.

Tho moro commonly circulated, false ru-

mors and lies were these:

1. The FBI doesn’t want to catch the man
bccauso the FBI didn’t like King.

2. Tho FBI (or "the government") doesn't

want to capturo Ray because If he Is caught

there will bo released something so monstrous
can't be allowed to become public,

3. Tho suspect is already dead. The porsons

who hired him to murder have already killed

him to keep him from talking and the FBI
knows It and wants If left that way.

4. Thero were other lesser, but equally silly,

claims that "they" tojd ti> Jhe gullible. These

included claims that tho FBI hired only

Catholics. "They" also * said tl>e FBI was
- mado up of Southerners wjio ^n'^ like coir

prod people—and so on and 09. ft
auseum*

1. Bdgir poover-s

of Kins’* r
f
pc .^od^o^npw”It wa*’ true,

someone who earned to
!

^

right*,, Wvd rtorlcThe had madp "AftM0!’
8’

"they s^wSd stories no
tou *

i sS5SwsHs--*n:
It ta a tribute to J. Edgar Hoover and the

J
almost lncrcdlblo exP®rJ““

°
dou. -

b
i'5b in .

that they have done so tremendous a J

1 the area of federal law-enforcement and de-

tection. The FBI very likely Is the most ex- _

: p^rt research and Investigative bureau In

I tho world. Maybe It has a peer—but no

1 “U
$£te' the geese-flock known as •’they"

were whispering that they "knew the fbx

ZZ Zt trying to And James Earl Ha* •
,

massive force'of men and research detection

was at work In 60 states, In Mexico and

.

P
Th?'"gossipy geese will!be quiet for a Mg I

time—but they soon will be at it again.

Nothing ever stops them—not even the

truth.
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3ICuHeb Senale ^
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

October 9, 1968

The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Mr. Tolson
Mr. J)e[i-ach

Mr. Callahan..

Mr. Conrad ..

Mr. Felt

Mr. Gale
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Sullivan_„

Mr. Tavel

Mr. Trotter

Tele. Room
Miss Holmes—
Miss Gandy

Dear Mr. Hoover:

Thank you for your kind letter concerning my insertion
of portions of the FBI Annual Report in the Congressional
Record of October 7, 1968.

Needless to say, I was pleased and privileged to have the
opportunity to bring the Report to the attention of the y
Congress, and I am sure the Members will share my interest^
in the enlightening material contained therein. jT\

With warm regards,

Sincerely yours.

RCB:dec

Robert Or Byi^c

REC-& / "^7

6 OCT 15 1968

V

/$ \
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March 24, 'JL
969

&
Honorable Robert 0* Byrd
United states senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

Tour telegram of March 20, I960, has
been received, and your comments regarding the
Investigation in the assassination of
Martin Luther King, Jr., have been noted*

The results of investigation conducted
by this Bureau are furnished to the United States
Department of Justice} and if you have any
questions concerning our investigation, it is
suggested that you may desire to communicate
directly with Mr. Jerris Leonard, Assistant
Attorney General, Civil Rights Division, United
States Department of Justice, Washington, D. C*
20530. X have taken the liberty of furnishing a
copy of your telegram to Mr. Leonard.

Ton may be assured that this Bureau will
endeavor to fully discharge its investigative
responsibilities in all matters coming within our
jurisdiction.

Tolson

DeLoach
Mohr
Bishop

Casper
Callahan

Conrad
Felt

Gale

Rosen
Sullivan

Tavel

Trotter

Tele. Room
Holmes
Gandy

mailed io

MAR 2 4 1969

COMM-FBI

RELijms /J

Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover

l

NOTE:

^6 APR 8 1969
* MAIL ROOM I I "

Senator Robert C. Byrd (Democrat - West Virginia)
is on the Special Correspondents List. Copy of
incoming being furnished to /the^ Department by form
memorand

TELETYPE UNIT

/
/b7C



- k. March 21, 1969

GENERAL INVESTIGATiy^DIVlSION
Senator Robert C. Byi^f(Democrat-

West Virginia) sent the attached
telegram in which he inquires con-
cerning the speculation that a
conspiracy may have been involved in
the assassination of Martin Luther
King, Jr.

We will reply to the Senator by
separate communication advising him
the results of investigation con-
ducted by this Bureau are furnished
to the Department, and if he has any
questions he may desire to communicate
directly with the Department. He
will also be advised that he may be
assured that this Bureau will
endeavor to fully discharge its
investigate^ responsibilities in all
matters coming within our
jurisdiction. jlJ _

f

,.<r
P
A/
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HOT J EDGAR HOOVER DIRECTOR
“ i

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION WASHDC j/

I HAVE BEEN DISTURBED BY THE FACT THAT THE FULL STORY CONCERNING /

THE MURDER OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING. JR., HAS NOT YET BEEN

LEARNED. THE SENTENCING OF JAMES EARL RAY WITHOUT A TRIAL

HAS STIRRED TOO MUCH SPECULATION THAT A CONSPIRACY MAY HAVE

BEEN . INVOLVED. IF OTHER PEOPLE DID PLAY A PART, THEN. JUSTICE

ms NOT YET BEEN SERVED.

RAY'S OWN. WORDS AND THE COMMENTS OF OTHERS HAVE CREATED

QUESTIONS 'THAT OUGHT TO .BE ANSWERED. „„
£

:

\

( '

ncC-123 i I A
I WAS NOT AN ADMIRER OF DR KING, BUT THE A&SfNA^IONaT —

•

ANYONE IS A DESPICABLE ACT AND THE SUSPICION SHOULD NOT SB^ 28 1969

ALLOWED TO REMAIN THAT THERE WERE INDIVIDUALS OTHER THANR/fr
.

'rJrv

WHO PARTICIPATED IN KING'S ASSINATfON. IF THERE WERE SUCH PERSONS,

/ /> /':•!.A
MR. DELOACH FOR THE DIRECTOR'



> - y
> * ' * ^

• I

THEN THEY, TOO SHOULD BE PUNISpD. I URGE THAT THE FBI RENEW

ITS EFFORTS TO- GET TO THE BOTTOM OF THE CASE

ROBERT C BYRD US SENATOR.

V
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V
TO :

Memorandum
Mr. DATE: 7-9-69

FROM : M. Aylcppgr'

SUBJECT: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD
(D - WEST VIRGINIA)

Tolson —
DeLoach .

Mohr

Bishop —
Casper .

On the afternoon of 7-8-69 Executive Secretary
to Senator Byrd, phoned Inspector Herington and advised that the Senator had
seen the morning edition of ’’The Washington Post” and was interested in

the article quoting the Director from some of his recent testimony. She said
the Senator felt that he was in complete agreement with the Director’s comments
as reported and the Senator was interested in obtaining a copy of the testimony.

|was advised that the article pertained to the Director’s
testimony before the House Subcommittee on Appropriations in April, 1989,

and that we did not currently have available for distribution a complete text

of the Director’s testimony. She was advised, however, that we did have a
summary available and she requested a copy be furnished the Senator. This
is being done.

b6
b7C

[ ]also said that the Senator had been following closely the
b6
b7C

activities of the Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) and he wondered whether
the FBI had any material available regarding the current status of SDS,

particularly in light of the recent SDS convention. She said the Senator would
appreciate any data which could be given him. Relations with Senafpr Byrd cordial.

RECOMMENDATION:

That Domestic Intelligence Division furnish any material available ft
regarding the current status of SDS for delivery to Senator Byrd via liaison.

1 - Mr. DeLoach *

1 - Mr. Bishop
1 - Mr. W. C. Sullivan

1 - Mr. C. D. Brennan

-

HEC-23

JH:mbk4^
(9)
60tlUL281§09
3*1

M is *1983
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UNITED STATES Gl^ERNMENT

Memorandum.
Mr. W. C. SullivanW DATE: 7/10/69

FioM
: c# Ds Br

'Subject
: SENATOR ROBERT C.BYRD

(D - WEST VIRGINIA)

Tolson

|
DeLoach —

|

V
Callahan —
Conrad

Felt

Gale
Rosen
Sullivan

1 J Tavel

i* Trotter

ijf XJ Tele. Room
Holmes

r
Gandy f_

Memorandum M. A. Jones to Mr, Bishop dated 7/9/69 a

(attached) states that Senator Byrd had been closely following
the activities of Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) and
wondered whether the FBI had any material available regarding
the current status of this organization particularly in light b6
of the recent SDS National Convention. I I

Executive b7c
Secretary to Senator Byrd, stated the Senator would appreciate
any data which could be given him. It was approved by the
Director that public source material be furnished the Senator.

Enclosed for Senator Byrd is a memorandum setting
forth details concerning the recently held SDS National Convention.
Attached to this memorandum are two clippings from a recent issue
of "New Left Notes," weekly publication of SDS, which also set
forth detailed information concerning the Convention. Also
enclosed for Senator Byrd is a copy of a document dated 6/4/69
concerning SDS which contains a general over-all history of the
organization, its programs, its activities and objectives up to
the time of the National Convention.

RECOMMENDATION : M

Attached material be furnished Senator Byrd by *\

Crime Records Division. All this material is public source r JT
information and not classified. ^

&

Enclosures (riff

1 - Mr. C. D. DeLoach
1 - Mr. T. E. Bishop
1 - Mr. W. C. Sullivan
1 - Mr. C. D. Brennan
1 - l~ 1

•rfpidjb^
1«6) ^ * m, H3

2S JUL 15 1969 W
-MU.
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July 11, 1969

S'

STUDENTS FOR A DEMOCRATIC SOCIETY
NATIONAL-CONVENTION
JUNE 18-23, 1969



• #
SDS National Convention, June 18-23 , 1969

Tbree forces 'were in operation at the beginning
of the Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) National
Convention; namely, the Progressive Labor Party (PLP) faction
led by individuals from the New England and San Francisco
areas; the National Office group consisting of individuals
backing Michael Klonsky, National Secretary of SDS; and, a
faction led by Bernardine Dohrn, SDS National Xnterorganizational
Secretary and Mark Kudd who was to be elected the new SDS
National Secretary.

On June 19, 1969, a debate on racism began with
Klonsky defending the Black Panther Party (BPP) as the
vanguard force for revolution and the PLP faction claiming
that the working class, black and white together, must play
the vanguard role.

On June 20, 1969, the Klonsky and Dohrn groups left
the convention hall because of the dispute with the PUP faction
over racism and several other matters and set up a new head-
quarters. As a result of this split, each faction elected
three national officers and other individuals to a National
Interim Committee. The National Office faction of SDS
continues to operate out of 1608 West Madison Street, Chicago,
whereas the PLP faction currently is headquartered at the
home of John Pennington, PLP faction National Secretary,
Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Newly elected officers to the National Office group
of SDS besides Mark Rudd are Jeffrey Jones, Interorganizational
Secretary, and William Ayers, Education Secretary. Newly
elected officers of the PLP faction besides Pennington are
Patricia Foreman, Xnterorganizational Secretary, and
Alan Spector, Education Secretary.

Many of the ramifications which resulted from this
split will not be fully known until the 1969-70 school year
begins, especially in respect to which of the factions control
or guide a particular SDS chapter. Both factions of SDS, while
espousing different programs, promote Marxist-Leninist-M&oist
revolutionary objectives to overthrow the existing syslfera in
this country.

2 -*



SDS National Convention, June 18-23, 1969

Attached are two clippings from the June 25,
1969, issue of “New left Notes,*’ weekly publication of
SDS, which set forth detailed Information concerning the
expulsion of the PLP faction from SDS and the current
programs of this organization.

Enclosures - 2
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fJune 24, 1969 _ I 1_

J.li\ l! C./(JtJ Vj*1

June 24> 1969

V-

tMk 1969 SDS Convention has been one of the most important in our history. *

J

Two decisions were made that have serious implications for SDS and the entire ^

I world -wide anti-imperialist movement. '
, ,C

s- * '*

First, we have expelled metobers of Progressive Labor Party from our ranks.

We have taken this action because of Progressive Labor Party’s objectively racist

and counter-revolutionary positions and actions* Progressive Labor Party has

attacked all nationalism, calling it reactionary. This has led Progressive Labor

Party to attack struggles for black community control of police, black studies

programs,- the League of Revolutionary Black Workers, the Black Panther Party

and their breakfast for children program, as well as actively organizing against

• open admissions for black and brown people in City College in New York, Queens

College, Brooklyn College, and other schools. They have said that they support black

liberation; in fact, they support black liberation struggles everywhere except where

they exist.
,

' '

• Progressive Labor Party has further attacked the National Liberation Front of"'South

Vietnam, Ho Chi Minh, the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, Cuba, and other leading

forces in the people’s fight against U«S, imperialism. They have served the interests

of imperialism by attacking the heroic leaders of the struggle for world revolution.

£ • j .. j
1 We in SDS have for some time understood- that there is need for a world-wide

^
socialist revolution against U.S. imperialism. We have understood that that

5
revolution is already being waged in Vietnam, in Cuba* in Bolivia, in Angola, and

1

In dozens of other Third World countries. That revolution is being led in the U. S.

by black and Latin peoples fighting for their liberation and self-determination*
- Behind the growth of the Black Panther Party, black and brown student unions.

La Raza, Alianza, and numerous other organizations of the black and Latin people,

as well as the development .of struggles all the way from free medical clinics to

uprisings in the community is ihis one essential fact: the oppressed and colonized

peoples of this country are engaging in a struggle for their liberation, and they will
*

surely win! . .
'

The struggle of the peoples of the world for their freedom is in the interests of the

people of the whole world, including all working people within the U.S. We have
fought for years to build active struggles in solidarity with those of the black and

Third World peoples. This is the "meaning behind the struggles at Columbia, San

Francisco State, and a thousand other colleges and high schools. We have done this

not out of guilt, but out of the sure knowledge that the battles of the oppressed peoples

of the world are the key to toppling this racist, imperialist system. Most of our
organizing work has been to win people to this position and to force them to choose

sides in the world revolution. But how could we dtfnand of people outside

the organization what we could not demand of people inside ? Our only solution to

;

this contradiction was to expel those who sabotaged and attacked the real struggles

of the people of the world—our struggles—so that the movement could continue

^
to grow and win. ‘

Secondly, the SDS Convention is taking the lead in raising the level of militancy and
.seriousness of the movement to stop the Vietnam war* The people of this cov.itry P

J
will not be fooled by Nixon’s talk of

c
de -escalation” in Vietnam. He is .using liis !

so-called peace gestures to cover up the increasing brutality, genocide, and
r

repression against the blacks, the revolutionary youth movement, and all opposition ^

to imperialism within the U.S.



• •
,

*

,SDS will respond by increasing its work v/ith working class young people, in the '

,

;

I army, in communities, and in work places throughout the country* We will be 1 ;

j
everywhere. We will build a revolutionary youth movement capable of actively

;
1

' engaging in the war against the imperialists<> We will escalate our attacks until
\

'^-imperialism is defeated in Vietnam0

. .
* '

< » e. .
*j •

‘
*

This fall, in Chicago, at the time the Conspiracy trials begin, we will lead massive
’

demonstrations against the war, in support of the Black Panther Party, and in !

• solidarity with all political prisoners, including Huey P. Newton and the eight under

attack for last summer’s righteous demonstrations* Throughout the fall, we will

continue actions to stop the war and increase our attack on imperialism* •

!

* The SDS Convention also elected national officers for the coming year* The three

national secretaries are : Jeff Jones, 22, Inter-organizational Secretary; Mark Rudd,
:

-

National Secretary; and Bill Ayers, 24, Educational Secretary.
:

ft The National Interim Committee members are : Howie Machtinger, Chicago; Linda
'{ Evans, Detroit; 'Bob Avakian, San Francisco; Corky Benedict, Cleveland; Barbara

:|Riley, New York; Noel Ignatin, Chicago; Mike Klonsky, Chicago; and Bemardine
jDohrn, Chicago*. * *

' /
"

l

!

2 -
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THE PRINCIPLES UPON WHICH PL WAS EXPELLED, ADOPTED! !

BY THE NATIONAL CONVENTION.
;
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1. We support the struggles of the. black and Latin colonies :

> within the U. S. for national liberation, and we recognize those

nations' rights to self-determination (including the right to
]

I
political- secession, if they desire it),.

.
;

f

*
- .

- '
'

1

2. We support the struggle for national liberation of the people

of South Vietnam, led by the National Liberation Front and the

South Vietnamese Provisional Revolutionary Government.

We also support the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, led by
1 President Ho Chi Minh, as well as the Democratic Republic of

China, the ’People's Republics of Korea and 'Albania, and the

? Republic of Cuba, all waging fierce .struggles against U. S.

"imperialism. We support the right of all peoples to pick up the

„gun to free themselves from the brutal rule of U. S. imperialism. *

The Progressive Labor Party has attacked every revolutionary

nationalist struggle, of the black and Latin peoples in the "U. S.

as being racist and reactionary. For example, they have attacked.'

open admission, black studies, community control of police and

;

schools, the Black Panther Party and their “breakfast for
1 children" program, and the League of Revolutionary Black
j Workers. .

‘ -

t

j

The Progressive Labor Party has attacked Ho Chi Minh, the

National Liberation’ Front of South Vietnam, the revolutionary

government
.
of Cuba— all leaders of the people's struggles for

freedom against U. S. imperialism.

NEW LEFT NOTES
Pg. 1
June 25, 1969

The Progressive Labor Party, because • of its positions and
^practices, is objectively racist, anti-communist, and reactionary.

L

PLP has also in principle and practice refused .’to join the

struggle against male supremacy. It has no place in ’SD3,-

,

an organization of revolutionary^youth.
I

1

l //a. V3*



!j
For these reasons, which have manifested themselves in practice’

' all over the country, as well as at this convention, and because

'"the groups we look to around the world for leadership in the -fight

against U. S. imperialism, including -the Black. Panther Party and

the Brown Berets, urge us to do so, SDS feels it is now necessary

co rid ourselves of the burden of allowing the politics of the

Progressive Labor Party to exist within our organization.

Progressive Labor Party members and all people who do not'

accept the above two principles are no longer members of SDS.

We should rid our . ranks of all impotent thinking. All vietosf

li that overestimate the strength of the enemy and underestimate •

“ the strength of the people are wrong. (Mao, Red Book, Page 86)

«
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January 29, 1970

o
Honorable Robert G. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

1 want you to know how much I appreciate
the kind remarks you made Tuesday on the floor of the

Senate concerning the work of the FBI in connection with
the Yablonski case. It was very thoughtful of you to do
this as well as have inserted into the Congressional Record
the editorial from the "New York Daily News*

"

Your continuing support means much to all

of us and we will endeavor to make every effort to merit
the confidence you have in us.

Sincerely yours,

X Edgar Hoover

1 - Pittsburgh

a
)

O

o
a.

%
X
p-l

o
a vS

NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the Special Correspondents List. The
editorial appearing in the "New York Daily News" was acknowledged
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'

-

CREDIT WHERE CREDIT IS DUE
\

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Pres-'

[dent, I have .always been a believer In /

t,he principle of giving credit where r

credit is due. *

'

Great credit is due thcFBI and its

.t" Vdtrnr TTnru^r. for the fine I

work which he has done in connection i

with the investigation of the Joseph
.j

Yablonski murders. '*

. . ,

A very short—but very much to the

,

point—editorial in the New York Daily

News of January 23 takes cognizance of
t

this FBI work. I ask unanimous consent

,

thaTib
'

hfl ffiTOted in the Record,

There being no objection, the editorial

was ordered to be printed in the Record, ,

as follows:
j

Some FBI Super-Sleuthino
' Working with its'usual quiet emclency.tho

j

Federal Bureau of Investigation has collared r

threo suspects in the brutal Now Years
j

2vo murders of United Mineworkers rebel./

Joseph Yablonski,
- hiB wife and daughter. •:

Without prejudging the cases of the three

men—or any others who may be nabbed—

wo tip our hat to the G-men for a snappy-

job. For our money, J. Edgar Hoover's corps

Is tho top investigative agency in tho world,

' and tho American people should be thankful

;they arc around.* jr " : /

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
January 27, 19.70 •;

f
:ni Rage/iS 678

JRN/sO 197Q
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Memorandum
TO

/-)

Mr. Bisho DATE: 1-6-70

{ 1 / FROMU M. A^Jqr^s^

SUBJECT:
0

'j.

I’*

L

.t

n

SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-WEST VIRGINIA)
REQUEST FOR INFORMATION
RE:

:ORGANIZED CRIME ACTIVITIES IN
WEST VIRGINIA

] Press Secretary to Senator Byrd, on
1-5-70, contacted Bureau Headquarters and requested information
concerning possible organized crime' activities in West Virginia. He
said the Senator is very much concerned about this situation, particularly

in light of the recent bombing of the automobile belong to Mono,
County Prosecuting Attorney Joseph Laurita, Jr., on 1-2-70.

stated that any information we furnish would not be attributed to us if

.

we so desired.

Byrd.
We have enjoyed a cordial relationship with Senator

*y . \
*

' ; * r\m

. Enclosed is a brief blind memorandum prepared by the

Special Investigative Division concerning organized crime in West
Virginia.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the enclosed information be approved to be furnished

to Senator Byrd, with the understanding that he will not attribute it to us.

This should be returned to the Crime Research Section for prompt
delivery.

_ /4 '

CORDED <k
14 -m

Vtl

b6
j

L7C

Vi s

v

.

9-
&
3
g
a

Enclosure

1 - Mr. DeLoach - Enclosure
1 - Mr. Bishop - Enclosure
1 - Mr. Gale - Enclosure
1 - Mr. Rosen - Enclosure
1 - M. A. Jones - Enclosure
1 - Mr. Bowers - Enclosure

DWBrmjl
(a>

JUAH21
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minUeh ^E>{aie& ^bencde
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510

February 4, 1970

Mr. Tolsoi

Mr. DeLoach-
Mr. W Iters..

Mr. Casper.

Mr. Callahan..

Mr. Conrad. _

Mr. Felt

Mr. Gale

Mr. Rosen
Mr. Sullivan_

Mr. Tavel

Mr. Soyars
Tele, Room

The Honorable John Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr . Hoover

:

Thank you for your letter expressing your apprecia-
tion for my remarks on the floor concerning the
work of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in the

|

case and also for my insertion in the
Congressional Record.

You may be assured of my continuing support for the
fine work of the Bureau.

With kind regards.

RECIO7

Sincerely yours,

RCBimg

Robert C:

U/ S . Senator

( 0- \j}»

{\

5 S FEB 2 4 1970
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M.A?
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DATE: 1/13/70
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jrl
sct: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-WEST VIRGINIA) '

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION " O,
RE. ORGANIZED CRIME ACTIVITIES v

IN WEST VIRGINIA {ArfC/
•y-'

In my memo to you of 1/6/70 (copy enclosed) it was
JJ

/.^reported that we had received a request from I I Press ^n]\
//////Secretary to Senator Byrd, for information on possible organized V^Le

' crime activities in West Virginia. This memo enclosed a brief state- '

b7c
ment prepared by the Special Investigative Division outlining in general

terms organized crime in WestJOrfidnia. With the Director’s approval

this statement was furnished to m 1/7/70.

On 1/12/70f Itelenhonicallv contacted Inspector Bowers
and advised Senator Byrd is continuing his personal inquiry into criminal
activities in West Virginia with particular emphasis on gambling operatIon b 6

and other organized crime activities. He stated the Senator intends to / b7c

. strongly support S. 30, the Organized Crime Control Act of 1970, and
in doing so to make specific references to the situation in West Virginia.

j| |
stated he has been given the responsibility, of compiling information

\ in this regard and asked if we would furnish additional and more specific
.

j
information regarding gambling operations and other organized crime t-

'.

j activities- over the last several years and up to the present time. .

It was explained tol Ithat we cannot go beyond the

|

information already furnished him. It was pointed out that more detailed

j information on specific individuals, places, and events could well jeop-b 6 *

ardize pending investigations of not only the FBI but perhaps other b7c ^

federal agencies' as well as state and local police. He stated that, as .

always, the FBI ;would not be shown as the source of any information
’

we might furnish;. He was told that this has no bearing on the situation
'

'

?]
since the mere mention of such information’ might jeopardize pending

/investigations regardless whether the source of informationis disclosed
" ^

T^Loach-C
CTters

).Vohr

-y&>p JL

Callahan _
OTp^icd

Sun i van

Tavcl >

Soyars

Talc. Roorr

^/Holmes

Gandy

enclosed) it was
Press

RECOMMENDATION: ygj %,
For informati^l JUMV i970 ^-401

Enclosure

to FE-^8Wach
r- MrV Bishop

1

r- MrV Bishop

DWB:mjL£'3>

LjC?>

1 - Mr. Gale
1 - M. A. Jones

1 - Mr. Bowers

i
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JOHN H. HOLLOMAN III

CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR

'JtttnUeb -Sfale# J&enaie
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Washington, d.c. 20510

August 6, 1970

srenoanCD—
CaUahrm
Casper
C ij'irad

Felt

Gale
Rnsen
Tavrl

Walters

S.jyars

>. Room.

4

The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr. Hoover:

r
Thank you for your letter of August 5. It was thoughtful

of you to write as you have concerning my statement in

the Senate on August 4.

With good wishes.

RCBiybs

Sincerely yours,

"'Robert Cv^By^
f. S. Senator

(_&- W.V/I
.J

©
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&

August 5, 1970 /
v

/
/

Honorable Bobert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington* D. C, 20510

My dear Senator:

Thank you very much for your factual

remarks on the floor of the Senate on August 4th regard-
ing the long-standing policy of this Bureau not to draw
conclusions in matters which we investigate,

It was thoughtful of you to do this and my
associates and X are most appreciative of your action in

setting the record straight. We are grateful for your con-

tinued staunch support.

Sincerely yours,

I Edgar Hoove?

£Xr

\
'of - Pittsburgh

NOTE: Senator Byrd (D- W. Va.) is on the Special .Correspondents List.

The article to which he refers in the Akron B§ae.0n:j6ufrriaU appeared on

7/23/70. A letter was written to the President and Editor on 7/31/70.

REC:2#^-,yoa/:yf^
PDW:llk (5)
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I

was Veniaminov who firmly established the
I policy of protecting native tribal rights and
who introduced both Aleut and Tlingit into

the liturgy. However, the influence of a life

such as that of Father Herman cannot be
underestimated in explaining the ardent faith

of the natives whose religious traditions have
survived to this day, despite many trials.

The shrine raised on New Valaam to Father
Herman has been preserved to the present
day (with its relics of St. Seraphim of Sarov)

,

partly due to the devotion of a Russian monk
who went there in 1935. In the eyes of the
natives, Father Herman was already a, saint.

(Troparia in his honor were in existence in

the early 1900’s.) He embodied “the qualities

which characterised the Age of Saints from
the desert of Mesapotamia to the remotest of

the Western Isles—ascetism, humility, devo-
tion, unworldliness, sympathy with the weak,
both in nature and in humanity, gentleness,
spiritual nobility.” 2 Such is the message of

Father Herman of Kodiak. —

FBI 3NVESTIGATIONOF KENT STATE
SHOOTINGS

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, the Akron, Ohio, Beacon Jour-
nal, of July 23, 1970, contains an article

which reported the FBI had drawn cer-

tain conclusions regarding the propriety
of the activities of the Ohio National
Guard in connection with the slaying of

four students at Kent State University.

This report has received wide circulation.

It has long been the policy of the FBI
not to draw conclusions from its investi-

gations. This is as it should be. An in-

vestigative agency should be no more
than that—it should collect the facts and
report them to proper authorities with-
out any conclusions or other expressions
of opinions. This is the way the FBI al-

ways has operated and it is the way the
FBI operated in connection with its in-

vestigation of the Kent State shootings.

I am informed that the FBI conducted
a very detailed investigation of the events
at Kent State and furnished to the De-
partment of Justice a complete and ob-
jective report of the facts it developed,
and that the FBI report did not conclude
that “six of the Ohio National Guards-
men could be criminally charged.” I am
also advised that the FBI report did not
conclude the shootings “were not neces-
sary and not in order;" I believe that such
conclusions, if they were made, came
from some source other than the FBI.
I think it is very important that this

matter is made clear, for it is totally

foreign to our form of government to
have an investigative agencymaking con-
clusions concerning the possible pros-
ecution of individulas.

v-

>t *
r y v»\
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Ncweftbor 4, 1990

honorable Robert C. Byrd
United states senator

Sophia* Jest Virginia 23921

*cy dear Leaator;

Your many friends in the FBI join

a e in extending congratulations and beet wishes
on the occasion of your re-election to the United

States senate.

This outstanding recognitionm the

part of your constituent mmt certainly be a source
of great satisfaction to you, and we want you to know
that we stand ready to be of aid in matters of nutuai
interest. BBr2l

With kind regards, cb

'

Sincerely yours*

Hoover

l! \

J
AT

.p 2

u

railed, p

NOV 51970

ttOMM-fBt 0VU-

1 - Pittsburgh

3 -2

rss- r -

L erm
n.

’1-

H-5

NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the Special Correspondents List and is

a. member of the Senate Appropriations Committee.

i?£vV:cn;g (7> i

Walters .
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1
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MAIL ROOM I 1 TELETYPE UNIT1 I

Election Confirmed Through:

i\ WasH. Daily Ne
VJ Wa$lf„ Post.,,

lliams
Wash. Eve. S*«r
N.Y. Times..
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FROM

SUBJECT:

M. A^JjS

DATE: 8/24/70

Tolson

Sullivan

Mohr

Bishop

Brennan, C.D.

Callahan

Casper
Conrad
Felt

Gale

Rosen
Tavcl

Walters

Soyare

Tele. Room _
Holmes
Gandy

CT: ROY A. LANE
ROOM 309, MEDICAL SCIENCE BUILDING
1029 VERMONT AVENUE, NORTHWEST
WASHINGTON, D. C.. 20005

Captioned individual for several years has pestered various

Semtors generally because they have failed to assist him in his long disagree-

ment with the Social Security Administration’s rejection of his claim. He has
distributed a number of leaflets in the various Senators ’ home states in which
he makes unfoum|ed claims about these individuals. His latest victims are

Senator Robert^Byrd (D-W. Va.) and Senator Vance Hartke (D-Ind. ).

t
Senator Byrd contacted Inspector Bowers on 8/21/70 and made .

available the enclosed copy of an item, which Lane apparently is sending to -

various veterans’ organizations in West Virginia. This identifies Byrd as the

”No. 1 Senator, who has done the least for West Virginia’s war veterans. . .
”

The leaflet claims that Lane’s group, identified as War Veteran’s of America,
has a tape on which Senator Byrd states, in answer to a question as to why he \

did not help West Virginian veterans, ’’Because I do not consider the veteran’s

of Korea and the Viet Nam war veterans, as there was never a declaration of

war; and war veteran’s of World War H have had 25 year’s to adjust themselves,
and by now should need no assistance. ” The leaflet, signed by Lane, promises
to make the tape available to any veterans* group on request. Senator Byrd
stated he has never made such a statement.

A virtually identical leaflet also is being distributed in Indiana

concerning Senator Hartke, according to his Executive Secretary, I

vho contacted Inspector Bowers on 8/19/70. She said the charge against Senator
Hartke is not true. Both Senator Byrd andl Iwere advised the leaflet

being distributed by Lane does not constitute a violation of Federal law within FBI
jurisdiction. They were orally furnished background information concerning Lane
and advised that while we have never investigated him, information which has
come to our attention from other Senators and through communications he has sent

to the FBI indicates I B.S the subject of Bufile

176-1276 - / i
l/30- - b,

6

c

RECOMMENDATION: f) /- _r—

//u»clos
131® For information.

{/Enclosure ^
> .1 TWTrw r X/ 1 . T\/Tv*
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1
REGARDING - WEST VIRGINIA'S - SENATOR - ROBERT C. BYRD - AND - WAR - VETERANS

a

Our group called "War Veteran’s of America", organized in 1965, is merely to

'provide voters, with information regarding Congressmen and Senators, seeking election

. at their states voting time. We perform this transaction, to let you know true facts,

,
rather than lies used, by ANYONE seeking vorcs and then, only in regards to that

.states war veterans

.

.Senator Byrd has become the No.' 1 Senato r,, who has..done the leas..t_f_PK. West Virginia's

r; war veterans, as a whole THAN-ANY-OTHER- STATE- SENATOR- IN-'ANY -OTHER- STATE.

Recently, at a luncheon, held in Washington, D.C. Senator Byrd was asked, and I

quote, "Why do you never come to the aid of West Virginia's War Veterans"? Mis answer was

"BECAUSE I DO NOT CONSIDER THE VETERAN'S 0! ; KOREA AND THE VIET NAM WAR VETERANS, AS,

'THERE WAS NEVER A 'Tin AP'-"
’ "R W'"- yn 'VP yrm!?/\N’S OF W0R?,I 1 WAR II HAVE' HAD 2$ '

YEAR'S TO. ADJUST THEMSELVES,...AND BY NOW SHOULD NEED NO ASSISTANCE." Unquote.

Our- organization has this statement on tape, and if arrangements are asked for

on a visit by anyone in the of West Virginia, we. will bo glad to play it for you

—; -a l'ecording .of Senator Byrd's own voice, again, we are "NOT" politically inclined.

We do not know who, if anyone, will oppose Senator Byrd, and we are NOT sur.c if he

will seek re-election—we merely print TRUE fficts that we arc told because of the

work of a "machine", in West' Virginia you may never get. For example,' you will never see

your loading newspapers, T.V.' or news casters, in West Virginia, quote words used in this

leaflet, arid I do not believe Senator Byrd will ever give any news casters in West

Virginia a denial of facts stated in this leaflet.

Our organization wishes All war veteran’s the very best in their future life.

" Thank you,

Mr. Roy A. Lane

C/O Medical Science Bldg. Rm. 309

1029 Vermont Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005 >
=-



\ ALL INFORILATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 £Y 60324 uc baw/sabyisg

November 27, 1970

BY SPECIAL MESSENGER

yrdHonorable Robert C. ]§y

United States Senate

Washington, D, C.

My dear Senator:

I want to express my apprebjafckrtfto you for

the courtesies extended to me today during my appearance
before the Subcommittee considering the FBI supplemental
budget request for fiscal year 1971.

P-/

The work of the FBI is expanding and becom-
ing more complex each day during these troubled times
and you can be assured that my associates and I greatly
appreciate your support,

With kindest personal regards,

(—'T

i: r

1 * - ii

^ »- i

^ \iJ t"V' \ )

Tolson _
Sullivan .

Mohr
Bishop
Brennan, C.D.

.

Cnllnhnn

Casper
Conrad

Felt

Gale

Rosen
Tavel

Walters

Soyars .

Tele. Ro<

Holmes
Gandy „

Sincerely,

J. Edgar Hoover

ft]
Jli ipmd^

NOTE: Senator Robert C. Byrd (D-West Va. ) is on the Special
Correspondents* List and is a member of the Subcommittee on
Deficiencies and Supplemental Appropriations.

MAILED 24
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i

January 21, 1S71

BY SPECIAL MESSENGER
PERSONAL

0
Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C.

My dear Senator:

I would like to express my heartiest congratu-

lations on your election today as Majority Whip of the Senate.

Tliic expression of confidence in your ability by your colleagues

in the Democratic Caucus must be a source of great pride to

you. You have my best wishes for every success in your new

duties*

Sincerely yours,

1C Edgar Hoove

. /w.
4

„ JftN
231971

/S>
I- -

Ai-K
To I son .

Sullivan

Moiir _

Bishop

Brennan. (\D. „

Callahan -

Caspor _

Conrad „

Felt

Gale _ _
Rosen
Tavol __
Walters

Soynrs - .. _

Tele. Room
Holmes
Gandy .

NOTE: Senator Byrd is on the Special Correspondents List. The Assistant

Majority Leader i^s commonly known as jffye Majority Whip.
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0-20 (Rev. 7-21-70)

J
a

Soyars

Tele. Room
Holmes

Gandy

BPI -63,

(LEADERSHIP)

WASHINGTON—SEN

i EDVARD M. KENNEDY AS THE ASSISTANT MAJORITY LEADER IN THE UNITED

: STATES SENATE.

O
ROBERT C. BYRD, D-W.VA., TODAY DEPOSED SEN-.

SEN.. FRANK MOSS. D-UTAH. WAS ELECTED IN A CLOSED-DOOR DEMOCRATIC
CAUCUS TO SUCCEED BYRD AS SECRETARY OF THE DEMOCRATIC CONFERENCE,

I fHIRD IN THE LEADERSHIP HIERARCHY.
SEN. SAM J. ERVIN. D-N.C., EMERGED FROM THE CAUCUS TO ANNOUNCE

BYRD’S ELECTION 31-24.
\

DEMOCRATIC FLOOR LEADER MIKE MANSFIELD WAS RENAMED TO HIS OFFICE
f»WITHOUT OPPOSITION.

1/2 1 --GE 1 1 49A

£:>-7<S & i-fzir

BSf«ec3&i5?8"

sso JAH 27 1971
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Tolson _

Sullivan

Mohr

Bishop

•Brennan, C.D.
Callahan

Casper

Conrad

Felt

Gale

Rosen

Tavel

Walters

Soyars

Tele. Room
Holmes

Gandy

UPI-6S

1

ADD 1 LEADERSHIP, WASHINGTON (UPI-63)
IN THE. REPUBLICAN CAUCUS. SENATE GOP LEADER HUGH SCOTT OF

PENNSYLVANIA WAS RE-ELECTED, DEFEATING SEN. HOWARD H. BAKER JR.,
OF TENNESSEE 2.A-20. IN 1969, SCOTT BEAT BAKER 2A-1S.

BAKER MADE A LAST-MINUTE DECISION TO RUN AGAINST SCOTT
AFTER HAVING CAMPAIGNED FOR SEVERAL WEEKS WITHOUT GETTING
DEFINITE COMMITMENTS, ONE WAY OR- THE OTHER FROM A SI 7.E ABLE GROUP
OF UNDECIDED SENATORS.

KENNEDY HELD THE SECOND SPOT JUST TOO YEARS. IN A CHRISTMAS
WEEK COUP TWO YEARS AGO HE RALLIED SUFFICIENT SUPPORT TO OUST
_SEN. RUSSELL B. LONG, A CONSERVATIVE LOUISIANA DEMOCRATIC.

1 1 BYRD WILL RESTORE A CONSERVATIVE VOICE TO THE SECOND DEMOCRATIC
SPOT, AND GIVING HIM A LEG UP ON THE MAJORITY LEADERSHIP

]
POST ITSELF WHEN MANSFIELD ULTIMATELY STEPS DOWN.

BYRD'S STRENGTH IN THE DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS WAS CONCEALED UP
TO THE LAST MOMENT. KENNEDY CONFIDENTLY CLAIMED VICTORY IN
PRIVATE TALKS WITH KIS SENATE DEMOCRATIC COLLEAGUES AS. LATE
AS YESTERDAY.

BYRD, HOWEVER, ASSIDOUSLY CAMPAIGNED BEHIND THE SCENES,
WHILE NEVER FORMALLY ANNOUNCING HE WOULD

-

CHALLENGE THE MASSACHUSETTS
DEMOCRATIC.

KENNEDY’S DEFEAT CAST A FURTHER SHADOW OVER WHATEVER
CHANCE HE MAY HAVE HAD OF CAPTURING THE DEMOCRATIC
PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATION NEXT YEAR.

ALTHOUGH FROM A BORDER STE, BYRD IS IN THE
MODERATE -CONSERVATIVE WING OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, AND OVER THE
YEARS HAS FOLLOWED THE LEADERSHIP OF SEN. RICHARD B. RUSSELL,
D-GA.. THE DOMINANT FIGURE FROM DIXIE FOR MORE THAN A GENERATION,
NOW REPORTED NEAR DEATH AT WALTER REED ARMY HOSPITAL.

1/21 --MB1200P

WASHINGTON CAPITAL NEWS SERVICE
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UPI-71
. . ADD 2 LEADERSHIP, WASHINGTON

BYRD'S VICTORY WAS ATTRIBUTED. AT LEAST IN PART, TO THE
MANY FAVORS HE HAS DONE FOR ALL MEMBERS OF THE. SENATE. HE KEPT

\ TO THE SENATE FLOOR .ALMOST CONSTANTLY DURING THE LAST SESSION,
\ GUARDING THE RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES OF OTHER SENATORS.
\

BYRD ALSO PERFORMED AMANY OF THE ASSISTANT LEADER (WHIP)’S
1 DUTIES DURING KENNEDY’S EXTENDED ABSENCES FROM THE FLOOR.
t

KENNEDY’S STAR BEGAN TO WANE AFTER THE UNFORTUNATE
, CHAPPAQUIDICK INCIDENT IN THE SUMMER OF 1969. HE NEVER REGAINED
THE MOMENTUM. MUSTERED FOR HIS SUCCESSFUL CHALLENGE SIX MONTHS EARLIER
TO LONG.

» 1/21 --MB1207P

WASHINGTON CAPITAL NEWS SERVICE



ALLEN J. ELLENDER,

JOHN L. MCCLELLAN, ARK.
WARRCN G. MAGNUSON, WASH. 1

JOHN C. STENNIS, MISS.
JOHN O. PASTORE, R.l.

ALAN BIBLE, NEV. '

ROBERT C. BYRD, W.VA.
GALE W. MC GEE, WYO. '

MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT.
WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS.
JOSEPH M. MONTOYA, N.MEX.
DANIEL K. JNOUYE, HAWAII
ERNEST F. HOLLINGS, S.C.

,
LA., CHAIF^^I
milton r. Young, n. dak.
KARL & MUTR>T, S„DAK.
MARGARET CHASE SMITH, MAINE
ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR.
GORDON ALLOTT. COLO.
NORRIS COTTON, N.H.
CLIFFORD P. CASE, N.J.

HIRAM L. FONG. HAWAII
J. CALEB BOGGS. DEL.
CHARLES H. PERCY. ILL.

EDWARD W. BROOKE, MASS.
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HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
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'HICwieb ^£)i<xte& £>enaie
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON'. D.C. 20510

THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
WM. W. WOODRUFF, COUNSEL

February 18, 1971

The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

I deeply appreciate your kindness in expressing
your congratulations on my recent election to
the post of Senate Majority Whip. I am, of course,
highly honored by the trust placed in me by my
Democratic colleagues. It is my hope that I can
contribute in good measure to the effective conduct
of Senate business, and, thereby, to the general
good

.

I am grateful for your good wishes and I than
you for your kind letter.

With appreciation and kind personal regards, I am

RCB : ml

\

incerely yoprs.

Robert
U. S. Senator

:
Thank you!

Sincere^? ^O Byrd

fC

.

V 2"* l

V»fc-

FEB 26 1971
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f
MR. CALLAHAN

MR. CASPER
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MR. DAL BEY —
MR. FELT

MR. GALE

MR. ROSEN

MR. TAVEL

MR. WALTERS

MR. SOY ARS _

MR. JONES

TELE. ROOM .
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MISS HOLMES

MRS. METCAL F
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April 12, 1971

Honorable Bofrert-CL-JByrd
United StafesJ3snate.

Washington, D.„C.__205J.0

My dear Senator:

I very much appreciate your recent

challenge for Congressman Boggs to produce his evi-

dence of charges against this Bureau and me. Your

support in this matter is most encouraging and means

a great deal to all of us.

Sincerely yours.

Hoover

/

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones (detached)

NOTE: Senator Byrd (D - W. Va.) is on the Special Correspondents List.

FMG:llk (4)
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Sullivan

.Mohr

'

*KlemdlenstAssailsBoggs:
.

’ \lnvitss Inquiry IntoF..B,L
i . i - -V*-

* V- ' -
\ -

'

j / % -V J
* By ROBERT T»I. S.MIITH

*. 4

‘ >*3
to T!*.- V:r . _ .

j
. WASHINGTON, April 7—Richard G. Kleir.dienst, Deputy.

;

Attorney general, asserted today that Representative Hale

[Boggs of Louisiana was "either sick or not in possession of.

his faculties" wheiihe.nhnrqed
jthat the Federal Bureau of In-

Ivestigation had tapped Con-
gressmen’s telephones and
called for

j
the resignation of

JJ. Edgar Hoover.
• Mr. K)eind!enst said he ;

would "v^elcome ah investiga-

;tion by the responsible mem-
:bers of Congress’’ of the al-

legations! made on the House,
floor Monday by Mr. Boggs, the
Democratic whip.

“Unles^ tiiat is clcr.i or Mr.
Boggs retracts his statements,”
'Mr. Kieindienst said, “you have
hanging in the air the charge
itself — wiretapping the tele-

phones of members of Con-,
gress.”

_ .
j

Mrs. Abzug Seeks Inquiry. '

Representative Bella S. Ab-’
rag. Democrat of Manhattan,
filed a resolution in. the House
today calling' on: the Judiciary
Committee, to conduct “a full'

andjtomplece investigation of
ir.e rederal Bureau of Investiga-
tion” that would include “in-

-

vestigation of the ability of the.
^director," Mr.Koover.

j

Representative Emanuel Cel-?
Iar

-.
Democrat of Brooklyn/

chairman of the Judiciary Com-!
jmittee, said that he would con-;
.suit with members pf the com-?
IVn ?>+<»-» ‘a - .1

VKjci^abin? other5^3ccjs^prne*

uTjt to investigate it. For

example, in recent months we
jhave observed charges (by Mr.
(Hoover) against leaders of the

Catholic antiwar movement
originate in testimony made be-

fore committees of Congress
and justified only by an in-

dictment returned two months
later.**

I ‘'Stolen F.3.T. files have
shown us that the agency,

routinely mintains large and
inaccurate dossiers on special

groups and individuals—notab-,

ly the peace movement and'

black activist groups — whose
politics the director finds per-,

serially offensive/* ?*!rs. Ab-

zug said.

“These incidents show' us

/that the F.3.L may be slowly

but inexorably invading the

privacy, the constitutional free-

doms and the peace of mind
of us all." she added.

Representative Charles H.

Wilson. Democrat of California,

introduced a* fciil that would
— sec a 10-year- limit on the tenure

of the head of the bureau and
would sec a mandator:/ re

tirement age of 65.

_The orohibition^agninsJuany

puolic servant amassing "dy-

nastic or dictatorial powers7
is

one of the basic traditions of

this country, Mr. Wilson said.

"I see no justification for ex-

empting an F.3.L director from
such traditions.”

Representative - Wayne L.

fholttk:^ hearings.

Mrs; ’Abzug said;

events have made it starkly

"Recent*

nouncad this’ afternoon after

consulting- with Speaker Cart
Albert of Oklahoma that the
House Adrr.iriiscrgtion

__ £om-%rP**ir rnl vn . r-nT— - • nouse Aarr.iniscrauon . Com-
“•. 'nu^tee, wnich he h-iaas, would

Bishop _i:

Brennan, C.D.
Callahan

Casper

Conrad

Dalbey

Felt

Gale .

Rosen .

.Tavel

Walters

Soyars

Tele. Room
Holmes

Gandy

hire an independent company!
to check Congressmen's tele-[.

phones periodically to see if
they were tapped. . j

And Representative John J.
Rooney, Democrat of 3rookiyn,
released testimony by Mi\
Hoover before the House Ap-
propriations Subcommittee on
State, Justice, Commerce and
{the Judiciary. Mr. Hoover told
the subcommittee March 17;
"We have never taooed the
telephone of any Congressman
o r anv Senator jince. I .have
been director of the bureau.”

The Washington Post
Times Herald

^ W
'\J-

The Washington Daily News
The Evening Star (Washington)

,

The Sunday St a: fWashington)

Daily NewsdNew York) __

N’ews~iNewitocx ) -
~ ~

_ *.

New York Post

The New York Times ,

The Daily World

The New Leader

/

The Wall Street Journal

The National Observer „

People's World _

•Date
,

— JtT. c

'Mr ft o:\o 1 1

“
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ALLEN J. ELLENDER
JOHN L. MCCLELLAN, ARK,
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH.
JOHN C. STENNIS, MISS.
JOHN O. PASTORE, R.I.
ALAN BIBLE, NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W.VA.
GALEW. MCGEE, WYO.
MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT,
WILLIAM PROXM1RE, WIS.
JOSEPH M. MONTOYA, N. MEX,
DANIEL K. INOUYE, HAWAII
ERNEST F. HOLL1NGS, S.C.

, LA., CHAIRMAN
MILTON R. YOufjbN. DAK.
KARL E. MUN^^BLdAK.
MARGARET O^^HMITH, MAINE
ROMAN L. HRuS^NEBR.
GORDON ALLOTT, COLO.
NORRIS COTTON, N.H.
CLIFFORD P. CASE, NJ.
HIRAM L. FONG. HAWAII
J. CALEB BOGGS, DEL.
CHARLES H. PERCY, ILL.
EDWARD W. BROOKE, MA5S.
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THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
WM. W. WOODRUFF, COUNSEL
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The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr. Hoover:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

Washington, D.c. 20510

April 14, 1971

Mr, ToIson__£_.

Mr.BrennanCD.
Mr. Callahan

Mr. Casper
Mr. Conrad
Mr. Da1bey
Mr. Felt ^
/Mr. Gale \jr

Mr. Rosen ^
Mr. Tavel

Mr. Walters
Mr. Soyars
Tele. Room
Miss Holmes
Miss Gandy

;

W&ifc

Thank you for your letter of April 12. It was thoughtful
of you to take note of my statement concerning the views
expressed by Congressman Boggs.

With good wishes.

ncerely yours.

cL V

RCB: ybs

/s'L J y

A/

j

!/wW

U, S. Senatox-^
^*^4. 1

i

*
‘ C Ml \

J/y

\/ ^
^

6 m 20 1971 %
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May 11* 1971

0
Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator?

I have been informed of your very kind
remarks yesterday in the Senate in connection with
my 47th Anniversary as Director of the FBI and I wish
to express my deep thanks.

Your expression of confidence is a source
of great encouragement and means a great deal to me
personally.

MAILED, 10

MAY 1 5 ©71

r— f§}

1 - Pittsburgh
1 - M„- A. Jones |

Sincerely yours,

!?. Edgar Hoover

NOTH: Bureau has enjoyed cordial relations with Senator Byrd (D-West Va. ),

Majority Whip of the Senate, who was written on 4-12-71, to thank him for
his support regarding the malicious untruths uttered by Congressman Boggs. .
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rTHE 47,TH ANNIVERSARY OP FBI-
1 ' DIRECTOR J. EDGAR HOOVER

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, today marks the 47th anni-
versary of J. Edgar Hoover as Director
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation

—

and, during these past 47 years, no man
in government has made greater con-
tributions to the Nation than has Mr.
Hoover.

Bom on January 1, 1895, in the District
of Columbia, Mr. Hoover became acting
Director of the politically-embroiled
Bureau of Investigation on May 10, 1924.

He moved immediately to take the
Bureau out of politics, changing its direc-

tion so that today it serves the very real

needs of the Nation. By setting educa-
tional requirements and a strict code of
personal conduct, Mr. Hoover has made
the Special Agent the most respected law
enforcement officer in the world.

Mr. President, in the field of crime-
fighting, Mr. Hoover’s accomplishments

i are legion—a superior fingerprint identi-
i fication process, the National Crime In-
formation Center, and the National

;

Academy at Quantico are just a few of -

<
i

his tangible contributions. His intangible

,

.Contributions are just as great, and today
i

the FBI stands as a living monument to i

his life's work. I

Unfortunately, Mr. Hoover has been

loudly criticized in recent weeks—both in

the news media and on the floor of Con-

gress. I think it is fitting, * then, that
|

Mr. Hoover be commended today for his i

outstanding abilities, unfaltering deter-

mination, and unquestionable loyalty, all

of which have helped to make the FBI
an outstanding agency of the Federal

Government.
Mr. Hoover deserves the heartfelt

gratitude of all Americans for his 47

years of service, not only to the FBI, but

also to the Nation. „ —
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June 23, 1971

pro,
y&.U D*~

Honorable Robert C* Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

My dear Senator:

Assistant Director Bishop has shown
me the copy of your news release of June 16th which

so thoughtfully sent him* l am indeed
appreciative of your strong defense of the FBI and
my administration of it in light of the recent unjusti-
fied attacks leveled against us*

l am certainly grateful for your contin-

uing staunch support.

OffIL0S22

J UN 2 41971

Sincerely yours,

3, Jiklgaf Hoove?

&'' v

1 - Pittsburgh
1 - Mr. M. A. Jones - Enclosure (detached)

t® 1971

NOTE: The Bureau has enjoyed cordial relations with Senator Byrd
(D - West Virginia) Majority Whip of the Senate. He is on the Special

Correspondents List. , r ,
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®ntteb States? Senate

memorandum

June 17, 1971

Dear Mr. Bishop:

Thought you might be interested
in Senator Byrd's news release.

rress Assistant X
le& b6

c\? b 7 C

VS \s

!&jd-

Mr. Tolson,

Mr. Sulliva

Mr/feoh*/

|
MrijEmiuk^iiCD^
Mr. CftSatai

,

Mr. Casper-, ....

Mr. <Jonrit4
Mr. ^ ;

Mr. FVlfc._ ,

Mr.

Mr. Roagn
r .. ,,

,

1 Mr. Tavel ^
Mr. W&Jters.^^.
Mr, $*>**?$(,

Mr. &e»vftr

Telfe.

Miss HoimaslMp
Miss GandyjH&#

EX-105
&* '/a2,‘/SB

16 JUN 29 1971
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Unjustified Attacks on the FBI

In recent weeks, critics of

the FBI have been stepping

up their attacks, both on the

Bureau and on its Director, J.

Edgar Hoover. A careful study

.of the criticisms shows that

they are based on emotions

-rather than facts, and that

few—if, indeed, any—of the

criticisms are justified.

Probably the most vocal at-

tack on the FBI centers

around the Bureau's use of

electronic surveillance devices

—hidden microphones, tele-

phone taps, and the like.

There have been charges that

the FBI has employed these

devices to spy on innocent,

private citizens, and that no

one who dared to • disagree

with the government was im-

mune from having his privacy

invaded.
These charges drew the

huge headlines their sensa-

tional nature warranted, but

it is extremely important for

all Americans to be aware
that none of the charges has

been proven.

The facts are that the FBI
currently has less than 50

telephone taps and 1 bugging
devices in operation—about’

half of them monitoring the

activities of organized crime,

and the other half being used

in cases of national security.

Last year, when critics charg-

ed that the FBI was es-
’ calating its electronic surveil-

lance program,’ there were 47
taps and '‘bugs” in operation.

Thus, the situation has re-

mained relatively stable. In

fact, the FBI's activities in

this field have not increased

over the past five years.- It is

only the criticism that has in

creased, '

:

As for J. Edgar Hoover, the .

critics say that he is too old,

and that he is more con-

cerned about his own reputa-

tion than he is about the

work of the FBI.

At age 76, Hoover is just

two years older than Supreme
Court Justice William O.

Douglas, and nine years

younger' than Supreme Court ..

Justice Hugo Black. Yet, the

same critics who claim that

Hoover is too old to head the

FBI are curiously silent on

the matter of retiring those

two justices.

A man’s capabilities should

not be determined by his age
alone. The FBI Director is

still an efficient leader,_and is„_
making as great a contribu-

tion today as when he took

over the FBI 47 years ago.

If Hoover and the FBI are

sometimes viewed as one and
the same, the reason is that

the Director has devoted the
Setter part of his life to

building an agency that, like

Ceasar's wife, is above re-

proach. He has also kept his

personal life free from ' any
hint’ of scandal.

When criticism is justified,

the FBI should be criticized.-

But the criticism should be
based on facts of actual-

wrongdoings, and not on mis-
leading allegations—and a
look at the 'facts show -that,

for its work over the past 47
years, the FBI deserves most-
ly praise.

5
'

i

i
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Tolson 'T/
Felt, yf
Sullivan

Bfennan, C.D.

Callahan

Casper /
Conrad

- Dadbey 'L

Gale ’Af
^ Ponder /f/
^-R^sen

Ktl

Sen; Robert
W.V.a.) yesterday urged the

local unit, empowered to re^

move judges to take all appro-

priate action necessary to halt

what he termed “petulanLand
intemperate behavior” by

^
erior Court Judge^Harry T ..

rded letter

toN the Commission
on Judicial Disability a n d£j
Tenure,, the senator referredlv*.

to a. newspaper account of •

Judge . Alexander dismissing

charges against a youth be-

cause a white police officer re-
;

ferred to a black woman com-j,

plainant by her name only,!

without the prefix. * *

‘MissT orIA. ITUOO . \

,

ThpY^^ypar.nld : defendant

( had been charged with tfarry-:

lingf a sawed-off -shotgun andj

(.receiving, stolen goqds..
\

, “If this account is accurate,

'then Judge Alexander would

;
appear to: be guilty' of capri-

cious and frivolous conduct on

! the bench;” Byrd wrote to
L

Newell W\ Ellison, commission
,chairman.

“The use of ‘Miss* or ‘Mrs/

by. the police officer would not

seeip to have had any bearing

oh the facts in this case. It is

;
no wonder that hoodlums have}

a field day in the District of

i Columbia when serious crimi-.

, nal proceedings are handled
i in such a manner. j

O

justice,” the senator, a mem-
ber of the Senate Judiciary

Committee, said'. “Such petty

‘behavior- can only breed, in|

the criminally inclined; arro-

gance . where: the' rights of, oth-

ers. are concerned and con-

tempt for - the law and. the

courts.”

Informed of the Byrd letter,

- the judge declined to com-i

merit except to clainrthe arti-j

cle had not been accurate.
j

lie said the charges\against
|

the youth actually had been’

dismissed because’ of‘ the “gov-j

ernment's obstinance arid re-

fusal to; go forward in the af-j

, ternoon after the, policeman

,

was reprimanded;”
The transcript of the .July 30

]

proceeding shows that prose-

cutors. sought a iive-day post-

ponement that Alexander de-

clined to grant. He initially set

a 30-day continuance arid;then
reversed himself and told the

youth’s attorney* to request a|

dismissal, which the judge

then granted.
The Byrd letter is the sec-

,

ond public complaint against
• Judge Alexander made to the

commission in less than a

month.
The first came from a pro-

bation officer, John Gordon,

who accused Judge; Alexander

of exhibiting “racial hatred”
j

during a juvenile youth hear-
1

ing.

The judge, who is black, se-

verely criticized Gordon^, who
is white, for permitting a 16-

j

year-old black youth charged
(

with burglary to work with 1

young black, children. The,

judge charged Gordon: and!

i three other judges, two black

j
and one white, with agreeing .

/ to “racism,” by employing the
i

l
phUos°Bhy toat is

v good ^iiotigh- for blacks/

Tavel

.

Walters

Soyars

Tele. Room
Holmes

Gandy

%

The Washington Post / , /
Times Herald t

The Washington Daily News

The Evening Star (Washington) .

The Sunday Star (Washington) _
Daily News (New York)

Sunday News (New York)

New York Post

The New York Times .

The Daily World

The New Leader

The Wall Street Journal

The National Observer _

People's World

Mb a U 1971
Date :

*2.AUG S? 1971

-

67 SEP! 5971



.gorr^ in New OrJogns- 4T
years - ago} one of seven chilr

drep ' of a- shoemaker; the
judge worked: as* a- bootblack
to Help pay his way through
Georgetown University' taw
School.’ '

(

J

He-.says he turned'- to shining
shoes after he tried. in vain to

get a, j ob -'as. a- clerk or bailiff'

at Washington's old- Municipal
Court, ,no.w Superior Court.

.

.Ik those days, the court had
only one black Jbaliff -and'

didn’t want any* more,, the'

judge recalled yesterday,
fter serving .-as a. Justice De
artment attorney ana- assist

ant l) .s . auorfTS^ he was k3
“ ‘ '

‘n 1966*
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
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Tolson

Felt

DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg Rosen

Mfifeo
‘

TO Mr. Bisho'

FROM : M. A ft

DATE: 10.21-71 s

O

ifmel*, E.S. .

Callahan

Casper
Conrad v
Dalbey
Cleveland __

Ponder
'

Bates

Tavel
**

Walters

Soyars

SUBJECT: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-W. VA.) ^
0 CL C/fS A ^

Reference memorandum of 10-20-71 from Mr. Martin to

Mr. Cleveland reporting that the Bureau had received an anonymous letter

postmarked in Beckley, West Virginia, and indicating that one Rosalee^

"Tf^chaeljaf Beckley. had committed suicide on 9-8-50 by jumping off a

I

cliff. The letter indicated a rumor to the effect that this female was a
girlfriend of Senator Byrd’s. Referenced memorandum recommended a
copy of the letter be furnished to the office of the Deputy Attorney General
since Senator Byrd reportedly is being considered for nomination to the

Supreme Court. < \W Mfa <

I We enjoy an excellent relationship with Senator Byrd, and
I it is felt we owe him the courtesy of advising him of this situation also.

I Attached is a copy of the anonymous letter in question.

RECOMMENDATION:

That Inspector Bowers personally deliver the enclosed copy
of the anonymous letter to Senator Byrd.

M 4
-Enclosui

1 - Mr. Felt

1 - Mr. Rosen
1 - Mr. Bishop
1 - Mr. Bates
1- Mr. Cleveland
1 - Mr. Martin
1 - Mr . M. A. Jones
1 - D. W. Bowers

DWBrkjs (9)
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Felt

Rosen __

Mohr—

TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

DATE: 10/20/71

Bishop

Miller, E.S. .

Callahan

Casper

.

Conrad .

ilbey .

UNITED STATES GOWANMENT

Memorandum
Mr. CXevelanjdy*'

L. H. Mart^tv.

ROBERT cPbYRD
U. S. SENATOR (WEST VIRGINIA)
POSSIBLE CANDIDATE FOR
JUSTICE, U. S. SUPREME COURT

Recent newspaper articles have mentioned Senator
Robert C. Byrd, aged 53, a Democrat from West Virginia, as
a possible replacement on the U, S. Supreme Court.

The Bureau is in receipt of an anonymous letter
(attached) postmarked in Beckley, West Virginia, indicating
one jEtosal ifffMichael of Beckley.,. West. Virginia, committed
suicide on "September 8, YL950, bTjumping off a cliff near
Beckley, West Virginia. \ The letter indicates a rumor spread
that she had been a girlfriend of Byrd, who was married at the
time, and she left a note addressed to him. The anonymous
letter contains the names of various persons who can bear
out the above allegation.

\

SO’frTHlftQ AV£/j \
Erom f9T8 "to 1950 Byrd served in the House of

Delegates of West Virginia, and in 1950 he was elected to
the Senate of West Virginia. He was elected to the U. S.
E^use of Representatives in 1952.

In .view of Byrd's possible selection as a replace-
Snt on the Supreme Court, it is believed the contents of

th$^letter should be furnished to the Department; however,
n^Ji'Slvestigation into the allegation should be made.

Bureau indices contain no identifiable information
on Rosalie Michael. «<\ / i ^ 1 1 ^_
ACTION: go N'OV 3 -19U

If approved^
;the Office of the Deputy Atto

will be furnished a. copy of .the letter.

)&Enclosure

1 - Mr. Pelt
1 - Mr. Rosen
1 - Mr. Bishop
1 - Mr. Bates
3L - AdmiirLstam-t^ve Review Unit

Records Division
*L0)

/YL-f* // 1 - Mr. Cleve

f>W
'"'J/ ' 1 Mr -

fL

Cleveland
Martin

Mr. Reillv #
* u c.



9-6 Office of director

FEDERAL BUREAU 0 JF0 IN VESTIGATK

- ' r "
‘

' -
V " ^ Jt

D&~6
- v Office of director
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FEDERAL BUREAU OT-, IN VESTIGATK^B^ JL<
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI^fe/*

October 18, 1971

Attached letter was sent to the

Director by an anonymous source

from Beckley, West Virginia.

MR. TOLSON

R. FELT

MR. RQ.SEN

MR. MILLER, E.S..

MR. CALL AH AN _

MR. CASP ER

MR. CON RAD -

MR. DAL BEY

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/saD/lscj

rtf*
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MR. PON DER -

MR. BATES

MR. TAVEI

MR. WALTERS

MR. SOY ARS —
MR. JON ES

TELE. ROOM -

MISS HOLMES

MRS. METCALF

MISS GANDY

\

wmc
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Beckley, W. Va.

Oct. 13, 1971

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. 0.

Dear Sirs:

This letter is in reference to your investigation
of Sen. Robert C. Byrd of West Virginia as a possible
nominee for the United States Supreme Court.

I am net an admirer of Senator Byrd so nlease
feel free to accept what I have to report with the greatest
prejudice*

On Sept. 8, 1950 » a Miss Rosalie Michael of
308 Third Ave., Beckley, killed herself by Jumping off
a Cliff at Grandview State Park near Beckley.

Shortly thereafter, it was rumored around the
city that ghe had been a girlfriend of Byrd (who was
married at the time) and that she left a note addressed
to h4.n1. I do know for a fact that the state police found
a no|te with her belongings.

I l Beckley, who
was I I of State Police Co. D at the time,
personally investigated the woman's death,. Others who

j

mav know something about the case are State Police Sgt. :i

Jof Shlnnatori who was with the Beoklev
detachment at the time; I also with
the detachment but presently with the U. S. Alcohol and p|C
Tobacco Tax unit (I don't know where )

;

| |

Iof the Beckley Fire Department, and Fire Department
1 |

The fire department recovered the
woman's body and both of these men were with the
department in 1950. <£>;, nrnAH y SUl

I do not know if
REC-30

e is one ounce of truth

J +\

to this rumor about Senator Byrd, but if it will help e ^971
prevent his nomination, then so be it.

“uv

o|||n ETO
Forgive me for not signing this letter, but " ^

1

I don't want you starting a dossier on me, too.

Regpectfully

,
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October 22, 1971

a
ROBERT C. BYRD
UNITED STATES SENATOR
WEST VIRGINIA

Recent newspaper articles have mentioned
Senator Robert C. Byrd, a Democrat from West Virginia, as
a possible replacement on the United States Supreme Courts

Attached is a copy of an anonymous letter received by this

Bureau.

Bureau files contain no identifiable information
concerning Rosalie Michael mentioned in the letter.

No additional action is being taken on the basis
of this letter. The above is being furnished for your information.

Enclosure

Tolson
Felt

Walters

Soyars

Tele. Room
Holmes
Gandy

81-

mi L 3. - J0.2.Vz?^

OGT 2 2 1971 - f

’

<i ’ l
'':C 17 1971

%

UNIT I I RETURN TO
M

he
hlC

ROOM 1250



B. EVERETT JORDAN, N.C., CHAIRF^^A
HOWARD W. CANNON, NEV. MARLOWW.VB KY.
CLAIBORNE PELL, R.i. JOHN SHERMATtCOOPER, ICY.

ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA. HUGH SCOTT, PA.
JAMES B. ALLEN, ALA. ROBERT P. GRIFFIN, MICH.

GORDON F. HARRISON, STAFF DIRECTOR
HUGH Q. ALEXANDER, CHIEF COUNSEL
BURKETT VAN KIRK, MINORITY COUNSEL

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 15 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

QCxxUefo J£>enaie
COMMITTEE ON

RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

May 10, 1972

L. Patrick Gray, III, Esq.
Acting Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr. Gray:

It was thoughtful of you to write as you did to express

appreciation for my remarks concerning Mr. Hoover. He

will long be mourned, and most of all by his former

associates, I know.

*Hr. vjPW-
Mr. Campbell

Mr. ttpsdl

—

Mr. fflkfl*

Mr/ Ifcjpr, ES-
Mr. C.'Uahan—
Mr. Casper

Mr. —
Mr. I. - v- y
Mr.

Mr. P'

Mr. rai-s

Mr. V/.

Mr. Walters

Mr. S' —

—

Tele. Room
Miss Koines

—

Miss Gandy

With good wishes

RCB
: ypc

Sincerely yours.

Robert__C_^yx]j_/
U. S. .Senator v

C ww.f')
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2
February 22, 1973

Honorable Robert C7 Byrd
Committee on the Judiciary

United States Senate

Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Byrd:

I want you to know how very much I enjoyed the

opportunity of talking with you yesterday. 1 was very much
distressed when I learned of your stated intention to oppose
my appointment as Director of the FBI, and 1 was gratified

to learn that your mind is not closed on the topic.

In line with our conversation, there is being
delivered to you a copy of the speeches I have made since

becoming Acting Director of the FBI. I also am sending to

you a copy of a memorandum dated January 10, 1973, con-
cerning the allegations about me in the article in "Time"
Magazine of January 15, 1973. Also being furnished to you
is a copy of my letter of January 12, 1973, to Senator Sam
Ervin dealing with the discontinued program to collect

biographical data on Congressional candidates and also

responding to specific questions from Senator Ervin regarding
the FBI’s furnishing information to the Department of Justice

in response to a White House request for information relating

to criminal justice issues in the campaign.

~ DWB:asg

c-
^ */-/• * O <Lv/

Vie. Room
^r. Kinley

r.

\ Bowers1

. Horingtol

> Herwig i

Mintz —JJUX
Newianjr/1 MAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT



Honorable Robert G. Byrd

Also, Senator Byrd, I think you may find of
interest copies of letters received from the heads of our
field offices after my visits there, as well as copies of

two recent communications from Special Agents of the FBI.
These deal with some of the allegations about Agent morale.

I hope that these materials will help to dispel your
doubts about the points you raised. They should show that it

has never been my intention to command the FBI with anything
but complete impartiality* I deeply appreciate your willingness
to consider this matter.

With kindest regards,

Sincerely,

- 2 *-



JOHN L. MC CLELLAN, ARK., CHAIRMAN,
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH. MILTON R. YOUNG
JOHN C. STENNJS, MISS ’

JOHN O. PASTORE, R.j.

ALAN BIBLE. NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA.
GALE W. MC GEE, WYO.
MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT.
WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS.
JOSEPH M. MONTOYA, N.’MEX.
DANIEL K. 1NOUYE, HAWAII
ERNEST F. HOLUNGS, 8.C.
BIRCH BAYH, IND.
THOMAS F. EAGLETON, MO.
LAWTON CHILES, FLA.

ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR.
NORRIS COTTON, N.H.
CLIFFORD P. CASE, N.J.
.Hiram l. fong, Hawaii
EDWARD W. BROOKE, MASS.
MARK O. HATHELD, OREG.
TED STEVENS, ALASKA
CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD.
RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.
HENRY BELLMON, OKLA.

THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
JAMES R. CALLOWAY, COUNSEL
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|

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
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r

,4£>{ct£e«s
COMMITTEEON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON, D.C, 20510

July 9, 1973

The Honorable Clarence M. Kelley
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Room 5633
Department of Justice Building
Washington, D.C. 20535

Dear Mr. Kelley:

It was very kind of you to invite me to attend your
swearing-in ceremony as Director of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, which will take place today in Kansas
City, Missouri. As Mr. Dave Bowers was informed -last

Friday, it is not possible for me to attend the ceremony
inasmuch as the Senate convened today following the July
4th holiday recess, and my duties as Senate Majority Whip
require my presence on the Senate Floor.

I was pleased to support your nomination, and I wish you
a successful and rewarding tenure as Director of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.
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•/

July 25, 1973

,r
Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D, C. 20510

Dear Senator Byrd:

I was pleased to learn of your selection
as a member of the subcommittee for oversight of
the FBI. I testified during hearings concerning
my nomination as Director that I felt the creation
of an oversight committee would mean a great deal
to the FBI * This belief is certainly reassured by
the membership of the subcommittee. The knowledge
and experience which you and the other members have
will contribute greatly toward enhancing the
efficiency and reputation of the FBI.

Let me assure you that I and the members
of my staff will vor3: with you and this subcommittee
in every way possible. It is my intention to
cooperate fully in consideration of factors to ma3;e
the FBI truly responsive to the nation’s needs.
Kith your counsel I fed certain this goal can be
achieved

.

.
. i

(

Assoc. Dir.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

Comp. Syst.

Files & Com.

Gon. Inv.

Idcnt.

Inspection

Intell.

Laboratory

Plan. & Eval.

Spoc. Inv,

Training

Legal Coun.
,

BAILED 3

JUL 20197

' /l-FBl

With kindest regards.

Sincerely,

^'^ren'ce
*’

KelfeSI

Jjl 2£'£

22 JUL26 1973

|X-103
DWB/jkl

NOTE: Reference D. W.- Bowers to the Director memo, 7/24/73,
"Congressional Oversight of the FBI," DWB/jkl.

Cong. Serv.

Carr. & Crm.

Research _

PreSj

Tel
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WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH. MILTON R. YOUI
JOH« C. STENNIS, MISS.
JOHN O. PASTOR E, R.l.

ALAN BIBLE, NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA.
GALE W. MC GEE, WYO.
MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT.
WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS.
JOSEPH M. MONTOYA, N. MEX,
DANIEL K. INOUYE, HAWAII
ERNEST F. HOLLINGS, S.C.
BIRCH BAYH, 1ND.
THOMAS F. EAGLETON, MO.
LAWTON CHILES, FLA.

THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
JAMES R. CALLOWAY, COUNSEL
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ROMAN L. HRUSKaP^BR. .

NORRIS COTTON, N.H."

CLIFFORD P. CASE, NJ.
HIRAM L. FONG, HAWAII
EDWARD W. BROOKE, MASS.
MARK O. HATFIELD, OREG.
TED STEVENS, ALASKA
CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD.
RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.
HENRY BELLMON, OKLA.

QICniieb S>i<x{e& Jzxmate
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

July 30, 1973

Mr. Clarence M. Kelley
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20535

Dear Mr. Kelley:

Thank you for your letter regarding my being selected
as a member of the FBI oversight subcommittee. I

appreciate both your kind words regarding my abilities
to serve on this subcommittee, and your assurances of
full cooperation in helping the subcommittee exercise^
its responsibility.

I hope your service as director of the Bureau will be
a rewarding facet of your career.

a- „ ^'r.:
(Asst, r

Admi.
^

Comp
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With kind regards.

Sincerely yours,

RCB:pem

. S. Senator
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October 1, 1973
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Assoc. Dir. .

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com.

Gen. Inv.

Ident.

Inspection

Intell.

Laboratory

Plan. & Eval. .

Spec. Inv.

Training

Logal Caun.

Tolophano Rm.

Director Sec’y

Honorable Robert C ^-Byrcl
United States Senate
Washington* D.C* 20510

Dear Senator Byrd:

I want to thank you for your comments
on uTho Reasonor Report*’ which vac telecast last
night, hs usual you took a reasonable approach to
the question at hand.

We in the FBI realize there are problems —
this was brought out rather emphatically during the
hearings concerning my confirmation . Wo are working
on these problems and with help from you, other
members of the Subcommittee on FBI Oversight and
others who are genuinely concerned, solutions will
be found. Let rae reassure you that I have every
intention to cooperate with the Subcommittee on FBI
Oversight.

With kindest regards.

Sincerely yours.

kJ

1 - Mr. Callahan
1 - Mr. Franck
1 - Mr. Malmfeldt
1 - Mr. Herington
1 - Mr. Bowers
NOTE: Senator Byrd (D.-W.Va.) is a member of the Subcommittee
on FBI Oversight and our relations with him have been cordial.

DWB: jo^
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Assoc. Dir.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affoirs

Filos & Com.

Gon. Inv.

Idont.
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Into!!,

Laboratory

Plan. & Eval.

Spoc. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm.

Diroctor Soc'y
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October 11, 1973

(s)

Honorable Robert C* Byrd
United States Senate

Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Byrd:

During die course of my confirmation hearing before
the Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate,

June 19, 20, and 25, 1973, it 'was. apparent to me that there is

widespread interest in the Congress as to the activities of the

National Crime Information Center (NCIC). It is my opinion

that a discussion and explanation of NCIC would be of benefit

to Members of the Congress of the United States*

It, therefore, gives me pleasure to extend an invita-

tion to you or a member of your staff to attend a briefing on this

subject on October 25, 1973, at 10:00 a. m. The briefing will be
held in the Conference Room of the Computer Systems Division,

Room 3119, FBI Identification. Division Building, Second and D
Streets, Southwest, Washington, D. C.

Os

ments
In order that we may plan for proper seating arrange-

by October 22, 1073, would be very helpful.

A/-*

Sincerely,

Clarence Kelley

PWM:nls (7)

1 - Mr. Franck
1 - Mr. Thompson
1 - Mr. Bowers
1 - Mr. Camobell

i-i

rl

/•’

)

‘/..'V

u
e> l

S7 OCT 12 1973

E NOTE: See memo Campbell to Callahan dated 10/10/73 re ’’Congressional

^ NCIC/CCH Briefing. ”
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JOHN L. MC CLELLAN, ARK., CHAIRMAN
MAGNUSQN, WASH. MILTON R. YOUNG, N. DAK.

jnuw S*
STENNIS » MIS®. ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR.

J HN O. PASTORE, R.t. NORRIS COTTON, N.H.M^N BIBLE, NEV. CLIFFORD P. CASE. NJ.ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA. HIRAM L. FONO, HAWAII
GALE W. MC GEE, WYO. EDWARD W. BROOKE, MASS.
mike Mansfield, mont. mark o. Hatfield, oreg.
william proxmire, wis. ted stevens, Alaska
JOSEPH M. MONTOYA, N. MEX. CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR.
DANIEL K. INOUYE, HAWAII RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.
ERNEST F. HOLL1NGS, S.C. HENRY BELLMON, OKLA.
BIRCH BAYH, IND.
THOMAS F. EAGLETON, MO.
LAWTON CHILES, FLA.

THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
JAMES R. CALLOWAY, COUNSEL
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'Xtmieb Senate
MD COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

October 8, 1973

1

The Honorable Clarence Kelley ^

Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20535 12 “y

Dear Mr. Kelley:

Your gracious letter of October 1 has been received
in my office. I appreciate your writing to inform
me that you were pleased with my comments on "The
Reasoner Report."

You may be sure that I continue to be concerned about

I

the FBI, and I am grateful for your offer to cooperate
with the Subcommittee on FBI Oversight.

With kind regards, I am

Assoc. Dir.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.
Comp. /

Ext: Affe?p5

I

Piles & ^om.

'

Gen. Inv.

Ident.

Inspection

Intel!

P?an. & EvaL
Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Conn.

Telephone Itm.

Director Sec’y

B

a
a

Si

*3

Sincerely yours,

l-_ ,
i

m. riww \t p m H.H1WT > Mrfrrr

|tf. ST Senator /
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November'?, m3

Honorable Robert C . Byrd } /

United States Senate

Washington, », C. 20510
'

Dear Senator Byrd:

I regret that neither yon nor a member of your staff was able

to attend the briefing held on October 25, 157$, at the FBI Identification

Building. The briefing included a presentation concerning the National

Crime Information Center <NCIG) system, particularly the concepts

and issues involved in the Computerised Criminal History Program

,

followed by a tour of the BBI’s computer facilities. Questions posed '• |/

by the perceptive Congressional staff members provided for a mutually \ p
bene&efei discussion.

Since you Were unable to attend, 1 have enclosed a packet

of information , which i believe will be most useful in answering questions

you may have about the NClC

,

Should you have any questions please feel tree to contact

me or a member of my staff.

Assoc. Dir. .

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com. .

Gan. Inv.

Idont.

Inspection

Inteil

Laboratory

Plan. & Eval. .

Spec. Inv.

Training

^egal Coun.

^lophone Rm. .

lector Soc'y _

MAILED 9

NOV 7 1973

Enclosure

1 - Mr. Franck
1 - Mr. Bowers
1 - Mr. Thompson

Sincerely,

C. M. Kelley

NOTE: /^See memo Campbell to Callahan, dated 10/26/73, captioned

^/Congressional Liaison, NCIC/CCH Briefings, HJ/25/73."
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JOHN L. MC CLELLAN, ARK., CHAIRMAN
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH, MIl4oN R. YOUNG, N. DAK.
JOHN C. STENNIS, MISS.
JOHN O. PASTORE, R.I,

! ALAN BIBLE, NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA.

I ^ GALE W. MC GEE, WYO.
\\ MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT.

V. WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS.
,

TSyJOSEPH M, MONTOYA, N. MEX.
Daniel k. inouye, Hawaii

\ .
^ERNEST F. HOLUNGS, S.C.A \ BIRCH BAYH, IND.
NA THOMAS F. EAGLETON, MO.

ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR.
NORRIS COTTON, N.H.
CLIFFORD P. CASE, N-J.
HIRAM L. FONG, HAWAII
EDWARD W. BROOKE, MASS.
MARK O. HATFIELD, OREG.
TED STEVENS, ALASKA
CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR^ MD.
RICHARD S. SCHWE1KER, PA.
HENRY BELLMON, OKLA.

ALL II'JFOPHATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 EY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

' LAWTON CHILES, FLA.

THOMAS J. SCOTT, CHIEF CLERK
JAMES R. CALLOWAY, COUNSEL

QICnHcb ^bicde& J&enale
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

Washington, d.c. 20510

November 29 , 1973

Assoc. Dir,

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.
Comp. Syst, 1

Ext. Affairs
Piles & Com.
Gen. Inv.

Ident. „

Inspection

Intel!. __

Laboratory
Plan. & EvaL
Snecxlnv.

mini:
Legal
£

Telephone T?m,

Director Se

r
/ The Honorable Clarence M. Kelley

Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20535

Dear Mr. Kelley:

<Or\
I regret that it will not be possible for me to be /
present on December 6, the date of the Graduation
Exercises of the FBI National Academy, Ninety-fifth
Session, but I do thank you for your thoughtfulness

>

in extending the invitation.

With kind wishes.

Sincerely yours.

ert. C.^Byrd _

S. Senator

RCB: skt
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December 17, 1973

Honorable Robert C.
Subcommittee on FBI Oversight
United States Senate
Washington/ D. C* 20510

Dear Senator Byrd:
i

It was Our pleasure to release the FBI

1973 Annual Report last Friday. In view of your

position on the Senate Subcommittee on FBI Oversight,

I thought you might like *to have a copy.

Sincerely

,

Clarence 7 Kelley

iu

Assoc. Dir. .

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

Comp, Syst.

Ext. Affairs

FiJes & Com.

Gen. fnv.

Ident.

Inspection

Intel I

Laboratory

Plan. & Evaf.

Spec. Inv.

Training _
Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm.

Director Sec #

y

Enclosure

NOTE: Senator Byrd (D-West Virginia) is a member of the
Senate Subcommittee on FBI Oversight.

y
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REC-47,

June 19, 1974

Assoc. Dir. .

Asst. DU.:

Admin.

Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United Staten Senate

Washington, D. C, 20S10

Dear Senator Byrd:

1 have learned that you have been ailing with
laryngitis. I do hope you will make a speedy and complete
recovery, particularly so that you will not miss participat-

ing in the FBI oversight hearings beginning next Tuesday.

With kindest regards,

Sincerely,

NOTE: See McDermott to Jenkins memo dated 6-19-74 captioned
Senator Robert C. Byrd (D-W. VA.

)

DWBrbf (6)
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Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com.

Gen. lnv.
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
WAY 1962 COITION
G5A GEN. REG. NO. 27

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
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soio-106 DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/lsg

TO DATE: 6-19-74

UNITED^&TATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
: Mr. Jenkin

FROM : J. J.

SUBJECT: SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD (D-W. VA.

)

Staff members of Senator Byrd advised Inspector Bowers
yesterday that the Senator has been suffering from a severe case of

laryngitis over the past several days. The Senator has been in his office

during this time, but has had to greatly durtail his activities. It is felt

the Director may wish to send him the brief note which is enclosed.

RECOMMENDATION:

Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.

Dep. AD Inv. _

Asst. Dir.:

Admin. .

Laboratory

Plan. & Eval. .

Spec. Inv.

Training

Logal Coun.

Telephone Rm. _

Diroctor Soc'y

That the enclosed note to Senator Byrd be signed and returned to
Congressional Services Office for delivery.

Enclosure
(o~~*?-7f

REC-47

1 - Mr. Callahan
1 - Mr. McDermott
1 - Mr. Bowers

DWB:bf (5)



JOHN L. MCCLELLAN,

WARREN G. K4AGNUSON, WASH.
JOHN C. STENNtSl MISS.
JOHN O. PASTORE>R.I.
ALAN BIBLE. NEV.
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA.
GALE W. MCGEE, WYO.
MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT.
WILLIAM PROXMIRE, W1S.
L'piEPH M. MONTOYA, N. MEX.
DANIEL K. INOUYE, HAWAII
ERNEST F. HOLUNGS, S.C.

BIRCH BAYH.^IND.
THOMAS F. EAGLETON, MO.
LAWTON CHILES, FLA.

ARK., CHAIRMAN
MILTON R. YOUNG, N. DAK.
ROMAN L. HRUSKA. NEBR.
NORRIS C0TTC|^W.
CLIFFORD p.
HIRAM L. FONgJ^K/AII
EDWARD W. Br35J£', MASS.
MARK O. HATFIELD, OREG.
TED STEVENS, ALASKA
CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MD.
RICHARD S. SCHWE1KER, PA.
HENRY BELLMON, OKLA.
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DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc Daw/sati/lsg

QlCmicb J&ict ^yertctic
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

|

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

JAMES R. CALLOWAY
CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR

June 1974

Asfsoc. Dir.

Dep.-A.D.-Adm.-

Dep.-A.D.-Inv.

I Asst. Dir.:,

/ fcites & Com. _

Gen. Inv.

Ident.

Inspection

Intell.

Laboratory —
Plan. & Elval.

(

Spec. Inv.

Train’.* :?

Legal Coun. —
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec’y

The Honorable Clarence M. Kelley
Director (/ /j

Federal Bureau of Investigation ,y

United States Department of Justice ^

Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr. Kelley:

Your thoughtful note has been received and is appreciated.
I have been suffering for the past several days with a
mild summer cold and accompanying sore throat --more of
a nuisance than an illness.

I am grateful for your interest and your good wishes.
II am hopeful that my schedule will permit me to attend
I the FBI oversight hearings at which you will testify.

With kind personal wishes,

Sincerely yours

U. S. Senator

RCB:lsd REC-34

5

jJULl 21974

c*'

v



Assoc. Dir.

Dop. AD Adm.

Dop. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin,

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com.

Gen. |nv.

Idcnt.

Inspection

Intel I.

Laboratory

Plan. 8. Eva I.

Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun. .

’

Telephono Rm. ^

Director Sac’y

« «
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December 27, 1974

Honorable Robert C, Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Byrd:

Enclosed is a copy of the 1974 FBI Annual Report

which I thought you might like to have. For your information,

the printing of this particular issue has been limited and it is

not readily available for public distribution.

Sincerely yours,

£cb M* Kelley

Enclosure

prjn
1 - Congressional Services Office

JCWmmi (4)
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T

ROBERT C. BYRD
WEST VIRGINIA

ALL INFORKATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/sab/ls

TUCrrHefr J&enaie
OFFICE OF

THE MAJORITY WHIP
Washington, D.C. 20510

December 31,

Hon. Clarence M. Kelley
and Assiciates

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C. 20535

1974

Dear Mr. Kelley:

Thank you for your thoughtful Christmas greeting.
My wife and I appreciate your kindness in extending
to us your Holiday wishes.

We hope that you will find the new year to be a
time of happiness, good health, and prosperity.

RCB: jbh
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
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TO

FROM

Director, FBI date: 1/22/76

: ^^C^^Loui

subject:

r

Louisville

o
ROBERT C. BYRD
MISCELLANEOUS MATTER

Enclosed is a letter addressed to "Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD,
Old Post Office Building, Washington, D. C." This letter was
apparently received by the FBI

,
WFO

,
and forwarded to SA

Cynthiana Resident Agent, Louisville Division.
Since this envelope bore no yeturn name nor address, it was
opened by SA

This letter referred to a fraud by employees at "RCA."
where the person signing the letter,

|

Occoquan, Virginia," is apparently employed It. also rpfp-pa to
of the

b6
b7C

having been previously interviewed by
FBI" regarding this matter.

The latter part of the letter referred to Mr. BYRD as
Majority Whip of the Senate. This letter was apparently intended
for Senator ROBERT BYRD.

The enclosed letter and above information are being
furnished to the Bureau for. proper handling through our liaison
on the Hill. | \ . p. I

- -70^
* $ *

Hi

(g) - Bureau (Enc.
1 - Louisville
SSC :ww
(3)

diy.rj /

cOJ'

7 JAN 261976
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7 FEB 2 6 W$J.s. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH., CHA]
JOHN C. STENNIS, MISS,
ROBERT C. BYRO, W, VA.
WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS.
DANIEL K. INOUYE, HAWAII
ERNEST P. HOLLINGS, S.C.
BIRCH BAYH, |ND.
THOMAS P. EAOLETON, MO.
LAWTON CHILES, FLA.
J. BENNETT JOHNSTON LA.
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY.
QUENTIN N. BURDICK, N. DAK.
PATRICK J. LEAHY VT.
JIM SASSER. TENN
Dennis oeconcini, ariz.
DALE BUMPERS. ARK.

JAMES R. CALLOWAY
CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR

MILTON R. YOUl^H|DAK.
CUFFORO P. CASE
EDWARD W. BROOKE, MASS.
MARK O. HATFIELD, OREG.
TED STEVENS, ALASKA
CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MO
RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.
HENRY BELLMON, OKLA.
LOWELL P. WE1CKER, JR., CONN.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 15 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-15-2010 BY 60324 uc baw/saD/lsg

QJCrtHcb J&enai
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

Washington, d.c. 205 10

FEDERAL government

Mr. William H. Webster, Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20535

Dear Mr. Webster:

September 5, 1978

Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD AdmT

Dop. AD Inv.^

Asst. Dir.:

Adrn. Serv. _
Crim^fftv >

Ident.

InteU _
Laboratory _
Le^ai Co\n
plan, h la-;

Reo. M'-'.n*:.

Tech.

Trainirr

Pub’ic Af»n. Off.

!
Telephone
Director’s Scc’y

Thank you for the invitation to attend the Graduation Exercises
of the FBI National Academy, 114th Session, on September 22,
1978.

(

Your thoughtfulness in extending an invitation to me is
appreciated, 'however, I regret that it will not be possible
ifor me to attend.

With best regards.

Sincerely yours.

RCBrbk

Robert C. Byre
U.S. Senator L
(hJ&S't

V••'pi r? /«/
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Haynes
Moschella

ZEDERAi QOVfflWWX October 28 s 1981
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1
1
1
1

[ 1

Honorable Robert C. ^yrd
Committee On the Judiciary

United States Senate
'.Tashington., D.C» 20510

.Dear Senator Byrdi

Attorney General ’JltlHa Preneh SriLth ana I

invite yO\x to attend a business breakfas a

8SmS oS Softer 5 , 1981 , at mt Heaa
?
uartere.^At

to discuss the current Act, the Inpaet It has had on^

K» enforcer-ent and
™d

amendments propaseu vy wj*?

I hope your schedule permits you to jpin iisY '

_ , n1 tJlJl r 1 of our Congressional 4— i

'

/ffairs Unit L coordinatihC this meeting and

contacted at 32^510 for your reply or any addifcfc©a&.—

•

details you nay require .

-

Sincerely yours,

- Mr ,
Andrews

- Miss Devine
- Telephone Room

v b6
; b7C
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QICnticb J£>iaiejs J&etuxie
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20S10

December 1988

Exec AD Adm..

Exgc AD Inv. __

Exec AD LES_
Acct. Cir.:

Adm Ccrvs. _
Criui. Inv

Idem _
Inc?

Intel)

Ub
Lcz-\ Cr:.' .

Mr. William S. Sessions
Director
U.S. Department of Justice.
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D.C. 20535

I

Dear Mr. Sessions: «

1

fi.s 1988 draws to a close, I wantj to express to you my

appreciation for the assistance you have provided to me and my

staff during the past year.

Your cooperation has helped me iji fulfilling my

responsibilities as a United States Senator and Senate Majority

Leader. I extend to you and your families my best wishes for a

C:t !_::ccn r>

ins. a::s

Dirccter’c Scc’y -

happy Christmas and New Year,

> With kind regards, I am

RCBtdwr

J 2j 3 SL- 7

S

Sincerely yours.

dbert C. Byr

JAN SO 1989

-"fio
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Honorable Robert C. Byrd
Chairman
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
Washington, D.G.

Dear Mr . Chairman

:

May 4, 1990

I cannot thank you enough for the gift of your book. I

have often mentioned to :hat one of the high points of my

career has been meeting you. This book and what it represents

makes that especially so.

Sincerely yours.

Inspector-in-Charge
Congressional Affairs Office

1 - Mr. Collingwood
3 - Mr. Risslerm :&(6)

APPROVED:

Director

Dep. Dir. _
ADD-Adm. „
ASSMrr/
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JM.25’91

C)
Honorable Robert C. Byrd
chairman ~ 1

Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I called a week ago Friday to express my appreciation
for your strong support for our Fiscal Year 1992 budget. The
mark that came out of your Committee addresses many critical areas
of our mission and the funding for our Identification Division
revitalization effort will, if enacted, ensure that we remain on
schedule. I am pleased with our progress on this vital project and
I will work to engender support in the House for the Senate mark.

I also would like to mention the strong assistance

£

has given to us. [
JT Z. T ! • r.1

. >

]
is diligent and hard working on

oenaxx 6f our Identification .Division and I am appreciative of his
efforts.

Sincerely yours,

William S. Sessions
Director
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Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States senate
Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Byrd:

It was exceedingly kind of you to include the recent
Washington Times article in the Congressional Record along with your
more than generous comments. It was extremely thoughtful of you.

As luck would have it, I was watching C-Span when you
offered the comments. I cannot adequately describe the thrill it
was to hear my name mentioned on the floor of the United States
Senate and it was a very high honor for me personally to have it
mentioned by you. I am very grateful. I often think how fortunate
I am to have the privilege of working with or even just meeting
the people who govern this country. Having the opportunity to
participate in Government and meet leaders such as yourself is
great reward in and of itself. To be recognized by one on the
floor of the Senate is more than I ever could have imagined.

Thank you again very much.

Sincerely,

John E. Collingwood
Inspector in Charge
Office of Public arid
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